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The Docks: Old 
Approaches No Good 


To those at the right and left ends of 
the old party spectrum, the recent troubles 
in Britain’s docks are a clear cut issue. To 
the old right, to doctrinaire Toryism, they 
represent just another section of the working 
class getting difficult, demanding more than 
it is due, and committing breaches of the 
law that cannot be tolerated. To the old 
left, to doctrinaire Socialism, they arise out 
of the just demands of labour for security 
of jobs and just protest against tyrannical 
legislation introduced to serve bosses’ 
interests. 

So long as all approaches to the 
problem are based on these doctrinaire and 
‘partisan attitudes, the problem is going to 
remain unsolved. 

On the right the lesson must be learned 
first of all that in this dispute, as in almost 


all others, it is wrong to lump the workers 
together into a single entity and condemn 
them as a whole, whether they be dockers, 
railwaymen, miners. ar any other section of 
labour. It must be firmly grasped that the 
trouble comes from a small, politically 
motivated element in the industry and out- 
side it that is able to grab the leadership of 
the working men because no lead is forth- 
coming from any other direction. 

Then it must be learned that, necessary 
though legislation eventually is to prevent 
chaos and disruption in industry, it cannot be 
effective until the legislators have shown 
themselves able to remedy the real problems 
that are the causes of unrest and which the 
trouble makers are able to exploit; problems 
such as inflation, which must continually 
lead to demands for wage increases, and, as 
is the case in the recent trouble, redundancy. 

Revolutionary financial reforms must 
tackle the inflation bogy, while the same 
reforms must enable the creation of new 
work in which labour can be quickly re- 
deployed in areas where redundancy arises 
from modernisation of plant and processes, 
such as for example the introduction of the 
container system. 

On the left the lesson must be learned 
that the threats of inflation and redundancy, 
real though they are, will not be combatted 
in the slightest by the methods presently 
being used but that those methods will only 
serve to harden the public against workers 
and their real grievances. Nor will those 
threats be met by allegiance to orthodox 
socialist doctrines, which do not embrace 
practical remedies either to rising prices or 
the problems of redeployment of labour. 

Britain is going to suffer from a 
gradual worsening of the industrial situation 
over the next few years until all the old 
orthodox formulae and all the old sterile 
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right/left arguments become completely dis- 
credited in the eyes of everyone, and the 
need for an entirely new and non-doctrinaire 
approach to industrial relations is universally 
recognised. This can probably only arise 
under a government that is free from the 
party and class labels of today and which can 
truly symbolise a spirit of national unity. 
Then firm, and if necessary completely 
ruthless, action must be taken against those 
who seek to disrupt industry for political 
ends. But such action can only succeed 
when constructive poticies have removed the 
sources of unrest and taken the bottom out 
of the disrupters’ arguments. 


Birds Flown 


If news reports are correct, the no-go 
areas no longer exist in Northern Ireland, 
and that is something to be thankful for. 
For the fact that they were ended, we have 
to thank, not the determined will of the 
Government to smash Republican terrorism 
and subversion, but the mounting anger of 
the Loyalist community which pushed Mr. 
Whitelaw into doing what should have been 
done at least a year ago. In a dither of trying 
to please everybody and displease nobody, 
Mr. Whitelaw apparently decided that the 
trouble involved in sending troops into the 
areas would be less than that involved in 
letting the areas carry on. The Loyalists had 
already started their own no-go areas as a 
spur to Government action, correctly asses- 
sing that only threats are effective in getting 
it to act. So far all the threats had come 
from the Republican side. It was time for 
the other side to show its teeth. Whitelaw 
got the message, and at long last moved. 

However, there was nothing very satis- 
fying about the way in which the occupation 
of the no-go areas proceeded, despite Mr. 
Whitelaw’s smug self-congratualtion that it 
had been a success. The biggest reason for 
moving into the areas was that they were 


- serving as a base for the IRA, both in men 


and equipment. Therefore the obvious 
strategy to use in going in was one of surprise. 
A lightning raid, coming when least ex- 
pected, might have stood the chance of 
catching a great number of the terrorists and 
scooping up much of their arms. Instead, 
what did Mr. Whitelaw do? He telegraphed 
to the IRA that the troops were moving in 
by huge and ostentatious troop movements 
around the areas for several days before. 
The inevitable happened. When the troops 
did go in, the birds had flown. The IRA 
men, with ample warning, had got out and 
over the border. Of course, when it moved 
in the Army met with almost no resistance. 
The maneouvre proved to be merely a token 
gesture to appease Loyalist anger. 

Mr. Whitelaw showed his sense of 
priorities when he subsequently claimed 
great success for the maneouvre because it 
had gone off without substantial violence, 
whereas he should have acknowledged failure 
-because it had not made any substantial dent 


at all in terrorist forces. 

So therefore we stand very much where 
we were before in Ulster. A sore has been 
removed which psychologically is an affront 
to the Loyalist population, but the forces of 
violence and subversion remain virtually 
unscathed. 


Protest that Wasn’t 


Comment has been made elsewhere in 
this issue about the question of admitting 
General Amin’s Ugandan Asians into Britain. 
What deserves comment here is the fact that 
this issue has provided yet another example 
of Black racialism provoking only a fraction 
of the fury of the political Left that is pro- 
voked by White racialism. 

Apart from a few murmurs in 
Parliament, no real protest has come from 
British leftery. No massive demonstrations, 
no threats of economic boycott, no labelling 
of Uganda as public enemy number one, as is 
habitually the case with South Africa and 
Rhodesia. 

The White Governments in Southern 
Africa operate discriminatory laws which 
place their subjects in different categories 
according to race. However, they have never 
at any time forcibly expelled great numbers 
of those subjects from their countries on 
account of their race. On the contrary, they 
are all the time taking into South Africa large 


numbers of Africans who go there to obtain 
better opportunities in jobs and housing than 
they can get anywhere in the African 
Continent. 

Yet South Africa and Rhodesia are the 
victims of a hatred beside which the few 
stifled protests against racialism in Uganda 
are but a whisper. 

The loudest protest that we have heard 
so far came from that old left-wing worthy, 
Canon Collins, who, preaching in St. Paul’s 
Cathedral, said: “As one who has persistently 
stood against White Racialism in Southern 
Africa, I cannot bring myself to condone 
Black racialism in Eastern Africa.” 

No indeed! But the dear Canon was 
not content with that. He went on to say: 
“That Britain needs to be taught a lesson is 
not in question...” 

No doubt this exercise in the familiar 
priestly masochism of our times was enough 
to rehabilitate the Canon with progressive 
opinion, lest his earlier statement might have 
alienated it! 

We wait now for the huge campaign of 
protest that the Canon ought to organise 
against the policies of the Amin regime, 
involving sit-downs in public squares, pressure 
against firms trading with Uganda, exclusion 
of Uganda from the Olympic Games, sanc- 
tions against Uganda, advocacy of military 
action against Uganda, financial support for 
anti-Government terrorists in Uganda, and 


so on. 
One has the feeling that we are going 
to be waiting an awful long time. 


Another Olympic Flop? 


Shortly, Britain will be sending a team 
to compete in another Olympic Games, this 
time in Munich. 

It would be nice to predict great 
successes for our athletes, and many medals 
to boost national pride, but to do so would 
be kidding ourselves. 

Britain has learned nothing from the 
last Olympic Games in Mexico, as she learned 
nothing from the previous ones in Tokyo. 

Our athletes still compete as paupers 
compared with those of many other nations. 
They lack good training facilities, they lack, 
as young people, a regime for living that 
instils fitness and strength. Compared with 
them, the athletes of East Germany have a 
head start. East Germany, with less than a 
third the population of Britain, will win 
many more medals at Munich because it has 
a national policy of training up its youth to 
a peak of fitness and readiness, and giving it 
the facilities to develop its athletic talents 
instead of idle its time away on street 
corners and cafes. Prestige for Communism 
will be the result. 

This is going to remain the pattern of 
things until we greatly change our ways. 
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This cartoon was printed recently in the Daily Express 
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CUMMINGS PREDICTS: The British, terrified by over-population alarmists, practise total birth 
control—and the country ends up being populated only by Asians and West Indians .. . 
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THESE ASIANS 
MUST BE 
KEPT OUT! 


BRITAIN is threatened with more dire 
trouble because our Government hasn’t the 
guts to stand up to a little tin-pot African 
dictator. 

General Idi Amin of Uganda has, as 
everybody knows, ordered 80,000 Asians to 
get out of his country. About 55,000 of 
these carry British passports and expect to 
be welcomed into Britain. HM Government 
has been engaged in talks with General Amin, 
but the talks are only about the speed with 
which the Asians are thrown out of Uganda 
and brought here. The Government has 
accepted in principle that they can come. 

So we have to have another huge 
number of immigrants dumped on us, im- 
migrants with alien customs, culture and way 
of life. We have to have them just at a time 
when overcrowding, housing and employ- 
ment problems in Britain are getting more 
and more acute, when there is a crisis in the 
education system in areas of large im- 
migrant population, when many people are 
shouting loudly that Britain must have a 
depopulation policy if she is going to con- 
tinue to be able to feed herself. 

The vast majority in Britain is asking: 
WHY? 

The Government replies that we have 
an obligation to take the Asians because they 


GENERAL 
AMIN 
Tinpot 

African 
Dictator 


have British passports issued by a Govern- 
ment Minister and are therefore British 
nationals. 

But what are the facts about these 
passports? The facts are that they were 
issued to the Asians years ago by Duncan 
Sandys when a Minister of the last Conser- 
vative Government. The British people 
never consented that they should be issued; 
the question was never put to them. 

Must all the people of Britain now be 
morally bound to honour a pledge given by 
one Government Minister without their con- 
sent? Must they endure all the trouble that 
the influx of these Asians is boung to bring 
because of a decision made years ago miles 
over their heads and over which they were 
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never consulted? 

The very idea is absurd! 

The Government then replies that we 
must anyway take the Asians on humanitarian 
grounds. General Amin is threatening them. 
If they meet a nasty fate we will be 
responsible. 

If we accept the logic of that argument, 
just think where it leads us. Think of all the 
people there are in the world. In every 
instance where a section of them is in 
trouble due to the threats of some local 
dictator, we have to take them here. In due 
course there would be standing room only 


They’ll Breed Us 
Out, Say Blacks 


in Britain, and the country would be a 
gigantic immigrant slum. 

There is another way to stop the 
Asians coming here, and that is to get really 
tough with General Amin. 

Britain subsidises his economy by £4 
million every year. That should immediately 
be stopped to begin with. Then Britain 
should use her influence throughout the 
world to bring massive economic pressure to 
bear on Uganda. If this was done in the way 
that it is being done with Rhodesia, General 
Amin’s regime could not last for a week. 

Will the Government take these 
necessary measures, or will it, as in all else so 
far, capitulate to threats? Whatever the 
answer, one thing is certain: the British 
people do not want General Amin’s Asians. 
They do not accept them. They will not 
welcome them. The people must make it 
clear to the Government in no uncertain 
terms that the time to stop Britain being 
made a dumping ground for all the world’s 
unwanted is — NOW! 


LAST MONTH yet another hue and cry was raised by the ‘population control’ lobby in 
Britain. The Select Committee on Science and Technology (an impressive title for a bunch 
of cranks, fanatics and subversives) made a loud attack on the Ministry of Social Services 
for its having “no plans or policy for relating family planning to population size or trends.” 


The Committee urged the Government 
to take “immediate steps to provide com- 
prehensive family planning and birth control 
services as a normal part of the National 
Health Service.” 

It was interesting that in putting up its 
alarm signals about population problems in 
Britain the Committee made no mention of 
the effect upon these problems of the 
massive influx of immigrants from Africa, 
Asia and the West Indies, and the abnormally 
high birth-rate produced by them. 

While the ‘population control’ lobby 
works frenziedly to promote race sterility 
among the native people of Britain, as well as 
of the United States and other white nations, 
it should be a matter of interest to hear what 
certain coloured leaders have to say on the 
matter. 

Dr. Nathan Wright, a civil rights leader 
in the US, speaking in Cranford, New Jersey, 
last February said: 

“Whites should use birth-control for 
the next 30 years, then Blacks can start 
to think about the problem ... Because 
Blacks need numbers politically and 
economically they should have as many 
children as possible. Blacks should also try 
to marry Whites. Any offspring of such 
unions are considered Blacks and thus swell 
our numbers. Thus a productive White is 
not producing White children.” 

Blacks in America are following the 
lines that Dr. Wright advocates. The last US 
Census proved that they are multiplying far. 
faster than the White population. The 


Blacks have mainly rejected birth-control 
while the Whites are rapidly accepting it. 

A similar policy was recently advocated 
by a Black organisation in Rhodesia, the 
Zimbabwe African National Union. It urged 
its supporters to have more and more 
children so as to help them overthrow White 
tule in Rhodesia. In its publication, 
Zimbabwe News, it rejoiced in the fact that 
the African birth-rate in Rhodesia is three 
times higher than that of the Whites. ‘““This 
ratio,” it said, “should be maintained and 
even increased . . . Black Rhodesians’ 
ultimate victory would thus be assured . . .” 

Despite these warnings, there are 
millions of stupid Whites who have swallowed 
wholesale the propaganda of the birth- 
controllers and accepted as a ‘social duty’ a 
policy which, if properly carried out, will 
lead to the extinction of White European 
Civilisation. 

There is ample room in both America 
and the British Commonwealth for a huge 
increase of White people for many centuries 
to come. What the population lobby in 
Britain should be doing, if it wants to prevent 
overcrowding in our country, is urging 
millions of Britons to migrate to Canada, 
Australia, New Zealand and Southern Africa, 
so as to ensure that as large as possible a part 
of the populations of those parts of the 
world are made up of British stock, while at 
the same time campaigning vigorously 
against the influx into Britain of migrant 
races with not only an alien culture but a 
birth-rate far in excess of our own. 


FOR MANY DECADES the Tory Party 
presented itself as the party of patriotism 
and tradition. Many ordinary people of 
good and noble intentions, accepted fully 
this image of ‘conservatism’ and supported 
it loyally with hard work and money. 

They were misled. 

The Tory Party represented, and still 
does represent, the interests of its paymasters 
— the financiers and monopolists of the 
capitalist system. There was a time when a 
substantial world base for capitalist expan- 
sionism existed in Britain, and the aims of 
the capitalist financial complex were (in 
form) apparently parallelled by the aims of 
patriots. Since World War II however, the 
capitalist financial system has become more 
and more international in its economic scope 
and in its political ambitions. The interests 
of international capitalism and the interests 
of patriotism have diverged from one another 
to the point of total antagonism. This open 
divergence is nowhere more clearly displayed 
than in the post-war history of the Tory 
Party, From being the party of “Empire’’, 
it has become the party which has thrown 
away the goodwill of our Dominion kinsfolk 
and hurt and upset them in its drive to bury 
us in Europe. 

From being the party which supposedly 
exalted British interests, it has become the 
party which first introduced mass coloured 
immigration into Britain. 

From being the party which spoke of 
defending British freedoms, it has become 
the party which has supported the dictatorial 
anti-free speech, anti-free choice, Race 
Relations Act. 

The Capitalist financial system and its 
controllers wanted immigration and wanted 
the European Common Market. The British 
people wanted neither. We know who has 
won — under Toryism. 

Now we have the “Industrial Relations 
Act.” 

With declining profits and a cut back in 
production due to inflation and foreign trade 
difficulties, workers have been made un- 
employed by faltering businesses all over the 
country. Working people can see their 
standard of living increasingly under attack 
and are becoming more militant out of worry 
and fear. The Industrial Relations Act is 
intended asa measure to curb them by force. 

It is a recognition by the Government 
that they cannot cure economic problems by 
economic measures but only by the retri- 
butive force of the State. It is an open 
admission of economic failure and _in- 
capacity. Wage rises are blamed for inflation 


when in fact wage rises cannot cause in- 


flation. Inflation arises from an excess of 
buying power over production — which in 
present circumstances can only be caused by 
an increase in the supply of money and credit 
produced selfishly by the private banking 
system. Over the last year the money supply 
has increased by 27%. Wage rises do not 
create new purchasing power, they merely 
distribute existing purchasing power. The 
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POLITICS 
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®@ BOGUS PATRIOTISM 
@ ABSURD ECONOMICS 
@ CLASS WARFARE 


Conservative analysis of inflation is not only 
wrong; it is disastrously wrong and deliber- 
ately wrong. 

The Tories can no longer wave the flag 
and bang the drum at election time. The 
banner of patriotism is now openly raised 
only by the genuine nationally-conscious 
patriots of the National Front, who have 
successfully challenged and exposed the 
bogus ‘patriotism’ of the Conservatives. 

Tory policies on Europe and im- 
migration make it no longer possible for 
Conservatives to claim to be the ‘national’ 


party. 


FRIGHTENED MIDDLE CLASS 


If the Tories are to stay in power, then 
they must do just as they are doing — revert 
to the class-war, divide the country and get 
the frightened middle class to vote solidly 
Conservative. Conservatives are blaming the 
economic ills of this country solely upon the 
Trade Union movement, and attempting to 
mobilise middle class opinion against the 
Trade Unions as such. 

This forces the Trade Unions into the 
hands of militants — the Communists and 
other extremists — producing in itself a 
feedback which fuels middle class fears. 

The underlying danger of this kind of 
behaviour, is that class war generated by the 
Tories for short-term advantage can only 
play into the hands of the Communists, who 
will make real long-term gains in taking over 
the trade union and labour movement as a 
base from which to launch a future attack 
upon society as a whole. 

The whole of the system of law in this 
country has been brought into play in this 
class-war struggle, and its effect has been to 
undermine the moral validity of the concept 
of Law and Order and the belief in the 
impartiality of the judiciary. 

Of course, the Trade Union movement 
is far from perfect. Sectional interests and 
bloody mindedness have contributed to 
Britain’s economic problems and there is a 
need for some kind of legislation in the field 
of industrial relations, but the present Act 
is, in intent and effect, not concerned with 
establishing co-operation in industry; it is 


Selsdon Man’s political bludgeon. 

In their efforts to divide the nation 
on class-war lines, the Tories must not be 
allowed to get away with appeals to “demo- 
cracy’ either. The party which introduced 
and forced through, Coloured Immigration 
and entry into Europe against the will of the 
vast majority of British people can hardly 
make any honest appeal to “democratic and 
majority opinion” in the field of Industrial 
Relations. 

On similar lines, the Housing Finance 
Bill is another piece of divisive class-war 
legislation. It has little to do with housing 
and a great deal to do with finance — yet it 
does not tackle the real problems of council 
housing. 60% of council house rents go in 
interest repayments to moneylenders, be- 
cause local councils are all massively in debt 
to Big Finance. 

All around, local councils are debating 
how they will implement, evade or fight the 
Bill. Local tenants’ associations parade the 
streets over the £1.00 proposed rent increase, 
Tories and Labour abuse one another over 
the issue. Yet no one, except the National 
Front, dares even to examine, let alone 
challenge, the root cause of escalating rates 
and rents. 

Make no mistake about it, the Tory 
engendered hullaballoo about the Rule of 
Law is just so much humbug. To succeed in 
diverting public attention from their sell-out 
of British interests at home and abroad, the 
Conservatives must keep the British people 
pre-occupied with bogus internal class-war 
arguments. 


VERY SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN 


The Tory intention is to raise so much 
feeling on class-war lines that issues like 
Europe and Immigration, affecting the very 
survival of Britain and British independence 
and identity, will be relegated to the position 
of only secondary and minor importance in 
the public mind. 

They must not succeed. We must fight 
on the economic plane, refuting false Tory 
economic analyses which permit them to 
use diversionary tactics like the Industrial 
Relations Act and Housing Finance Bill. 
These are exploited to create a smoke-screen 
of false controversy and conflict. 

Basically, we must show that the 
solution to Britain’s economic ills lies in 
tackling the fundamental problems of the 
economy, which, in practice, means public 
ownership and control of banking, finance 
and foreign trade, together with the positive 
encouragement of private individual initiative 
and enterprise in industry and commerce. 
This would mean the rooting out of those 
very bankers, monopolists and owners of 
multi-national companies who — support, 
finance and control the Tory Party today. 
The fact that needs publicising is that the 
Tories could never tackle Britain’s economic 
problems without destroying themselves in 
the process. 
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GENERAL HILTON was educated at Malvern 
College and the Royal Military Academy, 
Woolwich. He served with distinction in the 
First World War, being wounded in action. 
After the war, he served in the Indian 
Mounted Artillery from 1924-30. From 
1930 to 1933 he was a Staff Captain at the 
War Office, then he was in the British Exped- 
itionary Force sent to Europe at the outbreak 
of World War II, as Chief Instructor to the 
School of Artillery (Air). From 1941 to 
1944 he was Commander RA in the 15th 
(Scottish) Division and was again wounded 
in action. At the end of the war he was 
Brigadier, General Staff to the Allied Liber- 
ation Forces in Norway, then from 1947 to 
1948 was British Military Attache in Moscow. 

He has written several books, of which 
the best known is IMPERIAL OBITUARY. 
Others are: MILITARY ATTACHE IN 
MOSCOW, INDIAN MUTINY, N.W. FRON- 
TIER, NINE LIVES and THE THIRTEENTH 
POWER. 


IN THIS ARTICLE I propose to summarize 
all that I have tried to include in previous 
articles. My object has been to provide 
N.F. members with “‘verbal ammunition”, 
which they in turn will be able to use while 
discussing national defence with others, who 
still need to be converted to the N.F. point 
of view. 


(1). ARMED FORCE AS A PERMANENT 
FACTOR IN HUMAN AFFAIRS. 


Two examples from current events go 
to prove, if not the inevitability of war, at 
any rate the permanent need for armed force 
to prevent it. The first example comes from 
Northern Ireland. A few days ago on tele- 
vision two spokesmen for the opposing sides 
gave their views on prospects for eventual 
peace. 

A Southern Irishman, a decent patriot 
of moderate views, deplored the I.R.A.’s 
methods, but insisted nevertheless that an 
united Ireland must be, in the long run, the 
only possible basis for lasting peace. He was 
followed by a northern Protestant, an equally 
decent and moderate man, who insisted that, 
come what may, the North must remain for 
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ever a part of the United Kingdom. 

How, under such circumstances, can 
the issue settle itself by mutual agreement 
rather than by armed force? 

Protagonists of World Government 
think that they have the answer. They 
claim that war is caused by divisions of 
mankind into nations, each with its own 
narrow wishes. One-worlders do indeed 
pounce upon this Irish quarrel as a proof of 
their own doctrine. So, to show that it is 
nothing of the kind, let us consider my 
second example — the present industrial 
upheaval within the United Kingdom. Here 
we see masses of British subjects who are 
prepared to defy a law, properly passed by 
Parliament, simply because they themselves 
do not like that law. How much more likely 
is this to happen if ever mankind is ruled, not 
by its own national government, but by an 
alien bureaucracy, such as a World Govern- 
ment? If men of the same nation are driven 
to use force against their own national laws, 
how much more likely will men either resist 
the laws of World Government or else will 
groan under an intolerable tyranny? 

We of the N.F., like all good patriots, 
love our British way of life — in fact our 
national independence. If we want to keep 
it for our descendants we must be prepared 
to fight for it. It is as simple as that. I have 
no need to tell N.F. members that an inter- 
nationalist plot exists to deprive us of what 
we hold dear. 


(2). THE BALANCE OF PEACE AND 
WAR. 


The ancient Romans had a proverb: 
Si vis pacem para bellum, which means “If 
you want peace prepare for war.” There has 
never been a truer saying and it holds good 
today. It is not too much to say that the 
orly way to preserve peace (without ex- 
pecting nations or causes to kowtow to 
intolerable injustices) is for every nation to 
possess enough fighting power that no ag- 
gressor will think it an easy victim. 

Pacifists try to disprove this si vis 
pacem theory by pointing to the terrific arms 
races which preceded the two World Wars. 
They confuse cause and effect. Both wars 
started because the peace-seeking nations 
(particularly Great Britain) had become 


neglectful of armed strength, thus tempting 
aggressors to “have a go”. The so-called 
arms races were really frantic but vain efforts 
by the neglectful peace-lovers to catch up. 
If we and other peaceful nations had all been 
tough nuts to crack, it is unlikely that any 
aggressor would have thought the attempt 
worth while. 


NATIONAL REARMAMENT NEED 
NOT BE EXPENSIVE. 


(3). 


Another fallacy, which is prevalent 
among dabblers in the study of war, is a 
belief that modern armaments are beyond 
the reach of any but the so-called “‘super- 
powers”. This might be tme if nuclear 
warfare were the only type that counted, 
but fortunately this is far from being true. 
Nuclear war is so destructive that it will 
never actually happen, provided that every 
prospective aggressor is faced by an in- 
dubitable nuclear deterrent. All that mankind 
needs to do is to make sure that nuclear 
power can never become a monopoly. 

However, nations, causes, or individuals 
will always fight if (as aggressors) they think 
that they can get away with it or (when 
threatened with aggression) if the alternative 
to fighting is intolerable. They will fight, 
not with world-destroying nuclear armaments 
but with small forces of the commando type 
or guerrillas, or police, such as figure in the 
ceaseless small wars of today. 

The weapons required are cheap. 
Success depends more on the fighting 
quality of the troops engaged than upon 
armament of prohibitive cost. Therefore 
fighting forces of this kind depend upon the 
moral guts of the nation concerned. 


(4). THE FIRST STEP TOWARD BRITISH 
REARMAMENT. 


At present our nation is utterly in- 
capable of lifting an effective finger in its 
own defence. This is not so much because 
we have let our fighting services run down to 
a crazily suicidal extent. Far more serious is 
the fact that our whole national outlook on 
self defence has become contemptible. To 
cure this is the first big task confronting the 
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DO you remember when Tariq Ali and 
his pseudo-Trotskyite ‘New Left’ supporters 
were supposedly going to seize London’s 
important buildings during an upsurge of 
“revolutionary” fervour about the Viet Nam 
War? 

You should do. 
Press played it up big. 

Contrast that with the Liverpool Race 
Riots . . . Tariq Ali’s piece of nonsense never 
came off and no one in Establishment circles 
ever really thought it would. The ‘New Left’ 


The Establishment 


pseudo-Trotskyists of the “International . 


Marxist Group” or the “International 
Socialists” are no serious menace to anyone 
except themselves. 

In Liverpool at the beginning of August 
there were five days of street fighting in 
inter-racial clashes. The news of the fighting 
in the Toxteth district was deliberately 
suppressed by all the media for the first four 
days. 

The Liverpool Daily Post even then 
‘failed to mention’ the racial basis of the 
clashes. 

We need be under no illusions. The 
Establishment is scared. It is scared to speak 
the truth, scared to print the truth and scared 
to trust the people of this country with the 
full facts. 

The Establishment has no fears about 
the silly political play-actors and postures of 
the ‘New Left’ but it does fear that any 
outbreak of spontaneous national-British 
resentment will get the support of the mass 
of British people. 


TWO Labour Councillors in Wolverhampton 
bought their council houses when the Tories 
were in power. Now that Labour is back in 
office, these two Labour men have voted to 
halt the sale of council houses. All a matter 
of principle, Brothers. 


IN his approach to politics, Edward Heath 
has betrayed a consistent heavy-handed in- 
sensitivity towards the views and feelings of 


NATIONAL DEFENCE 


(Contd. from previous page) 


N.F. 

Success in it need not be as difficult as 
it may seem at first to be. The British people 
are sound at heart though gullible. They 
have been led astray by the cunning propa- 
ganda of internationalists, who have ex- 
ploited to the full our very natural desire for 
peace, and have substituted for the realities 
of war and peace a spurious dream of world 
government — a dream that will only lead to 
the peace of a perpetual tyranny. It is the 
first and greatest task of the N.F. to wake 
our nation up before it is too late. 


MICHAEL LOBB 


others... 

Look at the incredible degree of Tory 
chicanery which has surrounded the whole 
‘Common Market’ issue. 

Heath takes the public for fools. The 
lies, half truths, misrepresentations, distor- 
tions and evasions about Europe are such 
that any common-sense person can see 
through them . . . and be offended by this 
insult to intelligence. 

Another example of Tory leadership 
attitudes, is their approach to the whole 
question of industrial relations. Wage rises 
have been blamed for inflation and this 
totally false analysis has been used as a 
justification for “Union-bashing”’. 

Many ordinary and reasonable trade 
unionists are, not surprisingly, angered and 
upset. To defend their unions against Tory 
political attack, they themselves are forced 
to become politicised. The result of this is 
to give wide scope for Communist agitation 
where none existed before. 

In place of strife — class war? 

Even the Tories are not safe from 
Terrible Ted. With the reorganisation of 


constituency boundaries, Heath’s old Bexley - 


constituency disappeared . . . so, he just 
decided to shove himself upon the safe Tory 
seat of reorganised Bexley-Sidcup, thereby 
barging aside the sitting member for Chisle- 
hurst, Dame Patricia Hornsby-Smith. 

Heath’s decision and the ungracious 
manner in which it was carried out has caused 
deep offence in local Tory circus... 

One former branch official has told the 
Daily Express: “The whole affair is leaving a 
nasty taste in the mouth.” 

Butisn’t that true of Tory Government 
as a whole? The party that once claimed to 
be ‘gentlemen’ are now revealed as clods. 
Their anti-national policies are truly com- 
pounded by the squalor of their public 
character. 


IF you live in an Outer London borough, 
Watch Out! There are plans in store for your: 
locality ... 

The Establishment is desperately 
worried about the effects of mass Coloured 


Immigration upon  London’s__ housing 
situation. The Inner London boroughs are 
crammed to bursting point with immigrant 
West Indians and Indo-Pakistanis. 

The Establishment’s answer is not 
immigrant repatriation but immigrant 
spreading. 

Already there has been a trickle of 
Immigrants from Lambeth to Croydon. Now 
Lewisham is attempting to shuffle off some 
of its dense Immigrant population into 
neighbouring Bromley. 

Under special legislation introduced in 
1967, any Greater London borough can buy 
land in another Greater London borough by 
compulsory purchase order — without 
reference to the elected local authority in the 
recipient area. 

According to Bromley Tory Councillor 
Leslie Sellers, Lewisham is attempting to 
take over old houses in Penge, Bickley and 
Orpington to accommodate its “large prob- 
lem families and large coloured families.” 

No help can be expected by the 
residents of Bromley from their local M.P. 
John Hurst, who is notorious for his liberal- 
bourgeois multi-racialist sentiments. Help 
can be expected, however, from Bromley 
branch of the National Front, who have plans 
for “resistance” to immigrant spreading and 
who are busy drawing together the strands of 
widespread grass-roots support for a big local 
campaign. This will link the borough’s 
problems with the broader national issues 
involved. 


THE Songwriters Guild has complained to 
the BBC that they are broadcasting too much 
American material at the expense of British 
light music. 

They pointed out that the British share 
of popular and light music items broadcast 
in 1971 was just over 37 per cent compared 
with 56 per cent American and nearly 8 per 
cent other foreign music. 

It is time someone also made a stand 
against the rubbish shown on TV. Not only 
do we have a great deal of fourth rate 
American material but British-produced 
quasi-American programmes aimed first and 
foremost at transatlantic audiences. 

American TV has all its programmes 
sponsored by big advertisers who want the 
largest viewing public possible. They obtain 
these by pandering to the lowest common 
denominators of taste and intelligence. 

Commercial pressures of this kind do 
not exist (at the moment) in Britain and it is 
up to us to see that they never do. 

Given Government backing it would be 
possible to ensure a preponderance of British 
programme material on British TV. It would 
also be possible to demand higher standards 
of creativity, objectivity and good taste. 

Unfortunately, at the present time, we 
do not have the type of government with 
either the ability or the desire to put such 
reforms into effect. 
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THE civil action taken by the Race Relations 
Board against two former National Front 
officials, Mr. Peter Applin and Mr. Ken 
Taylor, for alleged “incitement to commit 
racial discrimination” has failed. Judgement 
in favour of the defendants, with full costs 
against the Board, was given by Judge Henry 
Ruttle (with every bad grace, let it be said) 
at Westminster County Court on Tuesday 
25th July, after he had pondered several days 
on his verdict together with two Race 
Relations Industry approved “assessors” 
following a two day hearing. 

Some Spearhead readers will be aware 
of the bare facts of the case, but it is 
important that the whole affair be reviewed 
in some depth and the judgement discussed 
in order that anti-Immigration patriots every- 
where may be more fully aware of the 
tactics and machinations of the Race 
Relations Board. 

Essentially, what the case was all about 
was an attempt by the Race Board to warp 
the already warped intentions of those who 
framed the Race Relations Act by seeking 
to establish a means whereby prosecutions 
for “incitement” could be engaged in under 
sections of the Act other than Section 6 
which was originally intended to be the 
section of the Act dealing with incitement. 

When the Race Relations Act first be- 
came law, woolly-minded liberals, Com- 
munists and Zionists thought that the Act 
would stifle all strong expressions of 
opposition to Coloured Immigration and the 
multi-racial ‘ideal’. Section 6 provided for 
the prosecution of persons who, either by 
the written or spoken word, “incited hatred” 
on the grounds of race or national origin. 
However, those who framed the Act granted 
sole discretion for taking proceedings under 
this section of the Act to the established law 
enforcement agencies — i.e. the Director of 
Public Prosecutions in consultation with the 
police — not the Race Board. Such pro- 
secutions are criminal proceedings, not civil 
actions, as in the Applin/Taylor case. 


THE LEWES CASE 


The Race Relations Industry flexed its 
muscles in 1967 when it persuaded the 
Crown to take proceedings against Mr. Alan 
Hancock and his colleagues of the Racial 
Preservation Society under Section 6 of the 
Act, as a result of their distributing copies of 
the R.P.S. anti-Immigration broadsheet 
Southern News. 

A Free Speech Defence Committee 
was formed at the instigation of the then 
Chairman of the National Front, Mr. A. K. 
Chesterton, and more than £4,000 was 
raised to pay for the defence. The services 
of a brilliant Q.C., Sir Joseph Molony, were 
secured and he proceeded to drive a coach 
and horses through Section 6 of the Act at 
Lewes Assizes, Sussex, in March 1968. 
(For an almost verbatim account of this 
historic case see Not Guilty from Nationalist 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


LESSONS OF THE 
-POTTERS BAR 


RAGE GASE 


Books at 14p). 

The defendants in this case were found 
not guilty by the jury, though they were not 
accorded costs by the disgruntled Judge. 
The verdict was a great victory for patriotic 
racialists and Free Speech, for the case 
clearly established that one could publicly 
oppose Coloured Immigration and racial 
integration, and disseminate many prominent 
scientists’ opinion that there are fundamental 
and unalterable genetic differences between 
the races of Mankind, without per se being 
guilty under the Race Relations Act of 
“inciting racial hatred”. 

This result discredited the Act, dis- 
inclining the Police and the Director of 
Public Prosecutions from too readily taking 
out similar prosecutions. Apart from an 
inevitable — though none the less valid — 
prosecution of Mr. Colin Jordan, against 
whom a conviction was sustained and a 
savage prison sentence imposed, only one 
other prosecution against a White racialist 
was undertaken under Section 6 following 
the Lewes case, so far as I know. 

This involved a lone individual in Dover 
who privately printed a leaflet which des- 
cribed Coloured Immigrants as “the nigger 
in the woodpile”’. The leaflet shocked 
Mr. Sandy Kirby to his sensitive Marxian 
core and he, together with other chums 
from the Institute of Race Relations, 
pressured the Director of Public Prosecutions 
to take action. But the Race Industry was 
made a fool of again, because the accused, 
though found “guilty” was granted a con- 
ditional discharge . . . which was as good a 
way as any for the Judge to tell the D.P.P. 
not to waste his time. Thus the precedent 
set by the Lewes case was in no way 
compromised. 

Other prosecutions under Section 6 of 
the Act have been successful but only 
against Black Power militants — but not on 
account of any prejudice on the part of the 
Courts (as Jordan’s imprisonment estab- 
lished) but because such cases invariably 
involved a strong element of incitement to 
violence against White people, in addition 


to the factor of racial incitement. 


SECTION 6 A WHITE ELEPHANT 


Within a couple of years it has become 
clear to the multi-racialist cranks that their 
beloved Act was having a counter-productive 
effect, in that only Blacks were finding them- 
selves in Court for incitement and White 
patriots — against whom that section of the 
Act was really aimed — had established their 
right to propagate their views virtually as 
before. Indeed, it can be said that the Act 
caused a distinct improvement in the quality 
and effectiveness of racialist propaganda. 

This, clearly, was a situation that the 
cooking-pot — I beg your pardon — melting- 
pot fanatics were not prepared to tolerate 
for long. After much thought they clearly 
decided that if they could not get the co-. 
operation of the Courts, the Police and the 
D.P.P., to say nothing of juries, to use 
Section 6 of the Race Act to suppress the 
propagations of White patriots, then they 
would have to figure a way of using other 
sections of the Act to do the job. 

One might think that insofar as pro- 
ceedings under sections of the Act other 
than Section 6 are private — not criminal — 
proceedings, and the range of fines relatively 
small, that they would not be very effective 
in suppressing Free Speech. But it must be 
remembered that when the Race Board 
institutes its private proceedings it always 
secures the services of a firm of solicitors 
called Lawford & Co. (a deceptively British- 
sounding name for a particularly obnoxious 
crowd of Uriah Heeps) who can always be 
relied on to run up whopping costs. 

Thus when judgement is given against, 
for example, some hapless publican who has 
refused service to Blacks, he may only be 
given a token fine, but he is lumbered with 
hundreds of pounds worth of legal costs 
which could bankrupt him. It is as a result 
of this threat of masgive costs that the Race* 
Board is often able to bully defendants into 
signing apology forms, in which the defen- 


dant undertakes never to be nasty to Black 
people again in return for not being taken 
to Court. This process is known, believe it 
or not, as “conciliation”! 


COSTS AND INJUNCTIONS 


More important than the hidden 
penalty of costs is the factor of Court 
Injunctions. If judgement is given against a 
defendant the Board will demand, and 
usually get, an injunction from the Judge 
instructing the defendant never to break the 
Race Act again, on penalty of being found 
in Contempt of Court, which could lead to 
a prison term and/or another fine . . . with 
no Official Solicitor to come to the rescue 
as in the case of the five Communist 
dockers who were held to be in contempt 
of the Industrial Relations Court. 

So it may be seen that far from being 
ineffective, private prosecutions by the Race 
Board against representatives of political 
organisations could be used as a savage 
bludgeon against Free Speech. If Branch 
organisers of patriotic groups started having 
massive costs bills thrown at them as well as 
Court injunctions, the ability of their organ- 
isations to pay their way and propagate their 
views could be stifled — and all quite 
“legally”! This, I am quite sure, was the 
diabolical intention of the Race Board when 
it started its proceedings against Mr. Peter 
Applin and Mr. Ken Taylor in 1971, who 
were then active National Front officials. 

The essential facts of the Applin/ 
Taylor case were as follows: A Mr. and Mrs. 
David Watson of Oakroyde Avenue, Potters 
Bar, Herts., started operating a foster home 
at their residence. Local residents protested 
against this by means of sending a petition 
to the property company which owns the 
land in the neighbourhood, claiming that 
the operation of a foster home was in contra- 
vention of a covenant governing the use of 
the land. The petition contained no 
reference to the race of some of the children 
at the foster home, but was turned down by 
the property company. 

The Watsons won the sympathy of the 
gutter press, and articles in their support 
were published by the News of the World 
and The Sun. 

A smear campaign against the residents 
of Oakroyde Avenue was whipped up. One 
article in The Sun, for example, implied — 
on the basis of information provided by 
Mrs. Watson — that residents of Oakroyde 
Avenue were capable of inflicting physical 
injuries on Coloured tots. (Mr. and Mrs. 
Watson constantly affirm that they are 
devout, Church-going, neighbour-loving 
Christians). It was in interviews with the 
Press that the factor of Race was first 
introduced into the situation by the Watsons. 


Provoked by the smear campaign Mr. 


Applin and Mr. Taylor decided in July 1971, 
to step in and defend the reputation of the 
local residents. Mr. Applin issued a circular 


to the residents of Oakroyde Avenue in 
which he made it clear that he had no 
animosity towards Coloured people as such, 
much less to Coloured foster children, but 
that the establishment of a multi-racial 
foster home in the area would be the thin 
end of the wedge of a Coloured invasion of 
Potters Bar and that where fostering facilities 
in White areas are concerned, priority should 
be given to White children. 


ENTRAPMENT — “CHRISTIAN” STYLE 


This quite reasonable expression of 
opinion was held by Mr. Watson to be 
incitement to him to discriminate against 
Coloured children and/or incitement to other 
people to put pressure on him to so dis- 
criminate. Then Mr. Taylor wrote to Mr. 
Watson giving his opinion of the situation. 
Mr. Watson replied asking Mr. Taylor to 
state whether or not he, Mr. Watson, should 
discriminate against Black children in the 
matter of fostering. Mr. Taylor replied in a 
personal letter stating that such was his view. 
It would appear that Mr. Watson was not so 
much interested in Mr. Taylor’s opinion for 
its own sake, but as material evidence in a 
prosecution for “incitement”. In other 
words, Mr. Watson had engaged in an act 
tantamount to entrapment. 

Early in August 1971, the National 
Front held a public meeting in Potters Bar, 
at which both Mr. Applin and Mr. Taylor 
were speakers. In order to be fair and 
above-board, Mr. Watson was invited to 
attend and address the meeting from the 
platform. Without mentioning his intention 
to instigate legal proceedings, Mr. Watson 
accepted the invitation and was given an 
uninterrupted and courteous hearing by all 
present. But Mr. Watson brought with him 
a coterie of Race Industry fledglings who 
took notes of Mr. Taylor’s and Mr. Applin’s 
speeches. 

Armed with Mr. Applin’s circular 
letter, Mr. Taylor’s private letter and notes 
from their speeches at the public meeting, 
Mr. Watson made out a formal complaint to 
the Race Board to the effect that Mr. Applin 
and Mr. Taylor had incited him and/or 
incited other people to incite him, to dis- 
criminate against Coloured children by re- 
fusing to accept them at his foster home, 
which incitement, he claimed, was contrary 
to Section 2 of the Race Relations Act. 

When the case eventually reached 
the Westminster County Court, Mr. 
Watson declared that he had had no contact 
with the Race Relations Board prior to 
making out his formal complaint at the Race 
Board Headquarters in Victoria, London. I 
have no doubt that Mr. Watson was telling 
the truth so far as the Race Relations Board 
itself is concerned — but of course there are 
other organisations involved in the Race 
Relations Industry. 

Bearing in mind the involvement of 
Mr. Sandy Kirby of the Institute of Race 


Relations in a previous persecution of a 
White patriot, it is interesting to note that 
shortly before Mr. Watson made his formal 
complaint to the Race Board the I.R.R. 
magazine Race Today, which is edited by 
Mr. Kirby, published on its front page a 
photograph of a news clipping of one of 
Mr. Applin’s statements concerning the race 
problem and foster homes; which clipping 
was stuck to a label marked “Exhibit A”. 
Underneath were written the words “Try 
that for Obsenity”. 

One should also bear in mind that the 
Watsons had an entre to Fleet Street 
columnists. They were also able to trail 
shorthand note-takers behind them — but no 
doubt these people were employed other- 
wise by the Watsons as nappy changers. 
When these facts are considered together 
with the calculated solicitation of an 
allegedly compromising written statement 
from Mr. Taylor, the possibility arises that 
Mr. Watson was simply the front man for a 
highly organised and well financed campaign 
to “fix” the National Front. 


WHEN IS DEBATE “INCITEMENT”? 


So far as the case against Messrs. 
Applin and Taylor was concerned it was of 
particular interest in that the Race Board 
acknowledged that the alleged incitements, 
to Mr. Watson and/or his neighbours had no 
effect on his or their subsequent actions. 
Thus, had Mr. Watson won his case a 
precedent would have been set whereby any 
strong public or private expression of opinion 
against the dictates of the Race Relations 
Act would have become illegal. 

It would seem that the powers-that-be 
are content to allow Englishmen to say or 
write “The Law is an Ass” except in regard 
to the Race Act, when all such public or 
private pronouncements become “incitement 
to discriminate”! 

Prior to the Court case proper Messrs. 
Applin and Taylor were hauled before the 
Race Board Tribunal for the purpose of 
“conciliation”. In a prepared statement 
read to the Board on the defendants’ behalf 
by the present writer, the defendants denied 
that any of their statements constituted any 
form of incitement. 

The conciliation attempt failed and in 
due course Mr. Applin and Mr. Taylor 
received summonses to appear before 
Westminster County Court. At the same 
time Messrs. Lawfords let it be known that 
they were employing a top flight Q.C. —a 
man well known for the tear-jerking violin 
music he employs as a background to his 
legal expositions. Naturally neither of the 
defendants had the money to employ a 
Q.C. so a Free Speech Defence Committee 
was organised to help provide them with 
legal representation. 

Even so, because patriots cannot dip 
into public funds to buy legal assistance, as 

Contd. on next page. 
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can the Race Board, the defendants had to 
make application for Legal Aid. Every 
possible difficulty was put before them to 
deny them this aid. It was suggested at one 
stage that Mrs. Taylor should sell her home 
in order to buy her husband a lawyer for 
a couple of days! Mr. Applin’s first and 
second applications were turned down for 
no particular reason. 

At a third emergency hearing before 
the Law Society — concerning which the 
defendants were given two hours notice! — 
Mr. Applin was granted £300 worth of 
Legal Aid provided Mr. Taylor could cough 
up a further £300! This Legal Aid hearing 
seems, according to all reports, to have been 
a most incredible affair, as the tribunal 
members seemed more interested in ascer- 
taining the applicants’ “guilt” of the charges 
against them than they were in assessing their 
claim strictly in regard to their financial 
means and the nature of the case against 
them. The whole affair got curiouser and 
curiouser. 

Finally, at a preliminary hearing, 
because Messrs. Applin and Taylor could 
not afford a Q.C., the Race Board was told 
that they could not use one either. The 
battle would have to be fought by Junior 
Counsel. 


LEGAL TECHNICALITY 


When the case was finally called on 
last July the defendants’ Counsel made it 
quite clear to them that he thought they 
were “guilty” of incitement but that the 
incitement did not happen to be illegal 
because, in his view, foster homes did not 
come within the meaning of the Race 
Relations Act where it refers to public 
services in which it is prohibited to dis- 
criminate on grounds of race — i.e. Section 2. 


The Counsel therefore called no evidence & 


for the defence, but simply conducted a legal 
argument around that technicality. 

The fact that the technicality produced 
a judgement in favour of the defendants 
cannot be regarded as a complete victory, 
for in not giving evidence the defence 
Counsel gave the impression that the defen- 
dants themselves thought that they were 
guilty of acts which would have been illegal 
in any circumstances other than those under 
discussion. Indeed, the Judge expressed just 
that opinion when he came to pronounce his 
verdict. 

In my and many other peoples’ view 
there was an ample case to be made to justify 
Mr. Applin’s and Mr. Taylor’s actions and 
statements as proper in law and morally 
justifiable, and that such pleas should have 
been made for the sake of the record. As it 
was, no statement of justification on the 
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part of the defence was reported by the 
Press (and the Press took great interest in 
the proceedings) because no such statements 
were made in Court. The legal technicality 
which “got them off” should simply have 
been a part not the whole of the defence. 

The only occasion when Mr. Applin 
and Mr. Taylor were enabled to make a 
complete rebuttal of the charges against 
them was at the time of the Race Board 
Tribunal hearing in November 1971 — but 
the Press were excluded from the session 
despite the wishes of the defendants. 

In their statements of defence to the 
Race Board Tribunal Mr. Applin and Mr. 
Taylor denied that their statements, written 
or spoken, were, or were intended to be, 
incitements to Mr. Watson to break the Race 
Relations Act. Their statements were simply 
general expressions of their attitude to the 
problems posed by a multi-racial society, 
and uttered in the context of a public 
debate which had already received a large 
measure of publicity before they had in- 
volved themselves in it. Such general 
expressions of opinion could not be held to 
be illegal, but simply reasonable exercises 
of Free Speech which they had every right 
to engage in, particularly since they were 
both established Parliamentary and _ local 
Council candidates in Potters Bar. 


BATTLE NOT YET WON 


Such a defence — whether or not the 
technicality was also employed — would 
have imposed on the judge the duty to 
define what constitutes reasonable discussion 
about the pros and cons of the Race 
Relations Act, and what constitutes incite- 
ment to break it. But as the defendants’ 


case was based solely on the legal tech- 
nicality the Judge was protected from the 
necessity to tread on that difficult but 
vitally important ground, and wasenabled to 


Board Gestapo to get its hooks in. 


give the impression that the defendants were 
morally, though not legally, guilty. 

As a result, while the Race Board had 
had its nose put out of joint once again by 
the National Front, having been seen to 
squander more than £3,000 of the taxpayers’ 
money, the way is still open for the Board to 
take out similar prosecutions for “incitement 
to discriminate” against other patriots, 
should a similar situation to that which was 
current in Potters Bar last year arise in the 
future. 

The victory in the Applin/Taylor case 
was not an event which will prevent the 
Race Relations Board from misusing sections 
of the Race Relations Act, other than 
Section 6, to do what Section 6 was intended 
to do, but has failed in doing — i.e. sup- 
pressing the free expression of the patriotic 
racialist point of view. That victory was just 
the first round of a long series of battles. 
Much depends on our ability to start fund- 
raising now so that when the time comes we 
will be able to purchase top class legal brains 
to enable us to win the battles ahead in 
principle as well as in terms of mere legal 
technicalities. 

In view of the storm clouds on the 
horizon, all organisers and spokesmen for 
patriotic groups everywhere should prepare 
their statements on situations similar to the 
Potters Bar affair with extra care. The 
National Front has a rule that no written 
statement to the public or the Press in the 
name of the movement may be issued with- 
out prior approval of its National H.Q. Had 
Mr. Applin and Mr. Taylor followed that 
rule, then they might have been spared a 
lot of inconvenience and worry, and the 
Cause would have been spared the risk of 
having to burden a financial loss. 

A way can always be found to say 
exactly what it is necessary to say, without 
coyness or resort to obscurantism, yet with- 
out giving an opening for the Race Relations 
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MOST PEOPLE today are utterly confused 
by the news about the policies of Western 
nations — and especially the United States — 
towards the Soviet Union and Communist 
China. 

The facts made available by the mass 
media of communication, all the instruments 
of great concentrations of financial power, 
simply fail to make sense. 

The contradictions are totally ir- 
reconcileable — unless we can uncover some 
secret principle capable of bridging them. 
What could it possibly be? We believe that a 
clue at least can be found in that frequently 
quoted sentence from the novel Coningsby 
by Benjamin Disraeli, British Prime Minister 
in Queen Victoria’s reign: “So you see... 
that the world is governed by very different 
personages to what is imagined by those who 
are not behind the scenes.” 

We must dig deeper. We must search 
for the motives, since it is most certainly 
motives and not pure ideas which must be 
called upon to explain all major policies. 

Is it any wonder Americans are today 
baffled as never before in their lives? They 
know that in Vietnam they have lost at least 
45,000 dead and eight times that number in 
wounded. Money poured into Vietnam, all 
of which must be provided in the final 
analysis by the American taxpayer, is now 
well over 15-billion dollars. An even higher 
price that has to be paid is the demoralisation 
with hard drugs like heroin of a sizeable 
proportion of the American armed forces, 
while at home the war in South East Asia 
with all its revolutionary implications has 
helped to create a situation verging on 
anarchy. 

Americans also know, and have to try 
to reconcile with the rest of what they know, 
that it was American aid which saved the 
Soviet Union in the last war with 2,660 
shiploads of material, including 15,000 war- 


planes, 1,900 steam locomotives, 10,000 
railway trucks, machine tools, etc., plus vast 
quantities of foodstuffs. 

Altogether, the Russians received 
eleven billion dollars in American lease-lend 
— and none of it has been repaid. The bill 
has only been added to the American 
national debt which now stands at about 
450-billion dollars, with the American tax- 
payer today staggering under an interest 
burden of something like 32-billion dollars a 

ear. 

What they are only beginning to find 
out is that long after the end of World War II, 
while Americans were being slaughtered in 
thousands in Korea and Vietnam with 
weapons and ammunition supplied by the 
Soviet Union, American financiers and 
industrialists were hard at work inside Russia 
helping to build up that country’s industrial 
potential. 


THE SECRET PRINCIPLE 


The facts can no longer be denied 
because they have been tracked down and 
documented by no less an authority than 
Professor Antony Sutton of the Hoover 
Institute at Stanford University who, in a 
massive work Western Technology and Soviet 
Economic Development, has proved con- 
clusively that all modern industry in Russia 
was put there with the help of Western 
countries and especially of the United States 
of America. 

Here are only a few of the facts, 
supplied by Ezra Taft Benson, former US 
Secretary of Agriculture, in an article in 
The Citizen: 

In 1930 the Ford Motor Company 
began establishing the Russian motorcar 
industry. In 1930 and 1931 General Electric 
supplied the first power system in the Urals. 
The firm of Albert Kahn, Inc. of Detroit 
designed and constructed some 570 plants 
for the Soviets. Another American firm, the 
Hugh L. Cooper Company contracted with 
the Soviets to supervise construction of 


Christendom. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


The history of civilised man for a thousand years and more has been the history 
of nations. Whatever the nations owe to antiquity — and in Europe the debt is a 
heavy one — they owe at least as much to their own distinctive national genius, which 
is both the animating spirit and the product of centuries of common effort, of living 
together, striving together, rejoicing together, being bound together in times of 
hardship and adversity. The amazing richness and fertility of European culture are 
conceivable only in terms of national diversity within the unifying context of 


Until our own day this diversity was cherished. Pride in one’s own nation, 
which never precluded recognition of the achievements of other nations, was a value 
not to be questioned, let alone derided and spurned..- Patriotism made all men taller. 


A. K. Chesterton: THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS 


hydro-electric plants throughout Russia. One 
result was the huge Dnieper Dam, which at 
the time was the largest hydro-electric station 
in the world. A Cleveland firm made 
Magnitogorsk in Russia the biggest iron and 
steel works in the world. 

At this very moment the Mack Truck 
Company of America and the huge Italian 
Fiat concern are hard at work building great 
car and truck factories in the Soviet Union. 
Why should this be necessary? Why should 
the know-how and the machine tools have to 
come from the West if Russian progress in 
industry and technology are, as so often 
claimed, equal to those of the West? 

Try to fit in the known facts about the 
Middle East and the picture is even more 
confusing — unless, of course, we can trace 
the principle which fills in the missing lines. 

It sometimes happens that the quantity 
of information must be greatly increased 
before it begins to make sense. This is true 
of Soviet Communism and the attitude of 
powerful moneyed forces in the Western 
world towards Communism. We need 
memories like computers to assemble enough 
of the facts. We must know Russian history; 
we must know how for centuries the Russian 
people, the true Slavs, have been subjugated 
by one alien minority after another. 

We need to know how the Bolshevik 
Revolution was brought about, with the 
assistance of Wall Street financiers and how 
these same forces have always conducted 
poisonous campaigns of hostility against 
anyone helping to expose Communist in- 
filtration, subversion and terrorism inside 
the United States and other Western coun- 
tries. Indeed, the facts to be included in our 
analysis are far more than could be in- 
numerated here... 

So what is that secret principle without 
which no picture of contemporary world 
politics can be intelligible? In a brief article 
like this, a very short answer must suffice: 
It is an international, cosmopolitan finance 
capitalism which is plotting to translate 
enormous financial power into a finally un- 
challengeable political power — that is, 
World Government. 
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AS NATIONALISTS, we of the National 
Front are committed to a total regeneration 
of the nation in every sphere, a purification 
of our political and social, moral and cultural 
life. In this task, therefore, one of our 
primary concerns must be the renaissance of 
art, so important an element in the spiritual 
existence of our race. 

Art is the test and strength of a 
civilisation. A great and vigorous culture will 
always produce a great and enduring art, 
while those in decline produce works that 
manifest a kind of neurosis at first, followed 
by decadence and decay. The spiritual 
temper of a race or society is most perfectly 
mirrored in its creative activity — healthy 
and secure, lofty and serene, as in the 
sculpture of classical Greece; or one of 
simplicity and humility as in the art of the 
early Middle Ages, of spiritual zeal, certainty 
and re-affirmation asin the Baroque works of 
the Counter-Reformation. 

A cohesive society with healthy ideals 
before it and a sense of purpose will produce 
great works of art that are animated by 
them; and if we grant that the Greece of the 
classical period was motivated by the noblest 
ideals of all, then we can understand how 
she came to give us works of such un- 
surpassed beauty and grandeur. But a nation 
inspired by base ideals or none, that lacks 
confidence and vigour, and has lost its 
physical or spiritual identity — that nation’s 
art will at best be frivolous and shallow, at 
worst wholly decadent. 

To understand this truth is to under- 
stand how the excrescences of modern art 
were spawned. Through long years of 
devotion to the degrading values of liberalism, 
the nations of the West are now in a state of 
political, moral and cultural putrescence; our 
civilisation is desperately sick, and the symp- 
toms of this sickness are to be most readily 
perceived in art. What but a dying culture 
could possibly exalt as art the mindless heaps 
of rubbish that today fill our galleries and 
public places? The temper of our society in 
the 20th century is one of exhausted deca- 
dence; liberalism has eroded national vigour 
and cohesiveness and has deprived our race 
of its instinct for self-preservation, which 
distinguishes a healthy community. It has 
sapped from Western man the pre-requisites 
of civilisation — confidence, a unity of belief 
and purpose, and the noble ideals in which 
to believe. These have been replaced by the 
worship of ‘equality’ and all the other de- 
moralising drivel of liberalism, which can 
only destroy physical homogeneity and 
spiritual identification with one’s own cul- 
tural traditions. In short, Western man has 
been made a lost and disinherited soul. 


CULTURE DISTORTION 


What else could be the outcome, 
therefore, but culture distortion of the most 
grotesque kind, for what beautiful and noble 
things could such an impoverished humanity 
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NATIONALISM 


evoke in its creative efforts? The mirror of 
art is all-revealing; the true expression of our 
sickness is the nihilistic perversion identified 
as “abstract art”, which is of course a revolt 
against art, part of the revolt against civilis- 
ation. With it art reached the lowest and 
most loathsome depths in the long history 
of human creative endeavour; true art in fact 
is dead, and awaits fresh life to be breathed 
into it. 

The first real manifestations of culture 
distortion appeared in the early part of this 
century, around 1906, with the invention of 
‘Cubism’. The parent of abstract art, it 
exhibits all those perverse inclinations that 
characterise a society in decline. 20th 
century liberalism has promoted a suicidal 
urge to be disinherited, to reject the 
traditions of Western civilisation and to 
submerge one’s identity by grovelling before 
the alien and the primitive. Thus Cubism, 
seeking “release from the tyranny of the 
representational tradition”, derived its ten- 
dency to abstraction from Negro art (if such 
it may be called), the first of its works in this 
vein being Picasso’s Demoiselles d’Avignon 
of 1907. This was the ignominious begin- 
ning — among a now familiar group of mis- 
named intellectuals. From this movement 
sprang all the ‘isms’ and abstractions and the 
anti-art that has eaten away at the foun- 
dations of Western aesthetic values, debasing 
all standards and eradicating that desire for 
truth and beauty which for centuries has 
animated the European soul and inspired its 
noblest works. 


LIBERAL REPUDIATION 


What has happened is that the liberal 
repudiation of our racial and cultural heritage 
has led to the rejection of all our inherited 
traditions in art. Art is the activity by which 
through representational means, we give form 
to feeling. Representational art and the 
classic form that it has taken in the West are 
not simply things that have descended to us 
from the past. Through their age-long 
association they have entered the very blood- 
stream of our culture, and, like race itself, 
they cannot be denied. For us, art ceases to 
communicate anything if it turns away from 
the visible world, whence all feeling derives, 
or rejects our own European concept of 
form, behind which there stands all the 


inheritance of race and experience. The 
denial of these things in favour of ‘abstrac- 
tion’, a pseudo-primitivism that is alien to 
the European spirit and totally devoid of any 
meaning, is the profoundest indication of 
spiritual decay. 

We have had cause to mention Picasso, 
and he is indeed a conspicuous figure, for 
like Giotto and Michelangelo who stood at 
the beginning of great epochs, he stands at 
the beginning of this corrupt one.  Sig- 
nificantly, he became a communist, as did 
others among his revolutionary contem- 
poraries, and his cause was championed by 
the communist intellectual journals like 
L‘Humanite. In fact a great many of the 
pioneer personalities and movements of 
modern art were associated in some way 
with communist ideology. The reasons for 
this are not hard to discern. The spiritual 
vacuum created by the progress of liberal 
values has been filled by Marxism, which is 
itself the final, logical development of those 
values and aims at the overthrow of the 
traditional civilised order. We should not be 
surprised, therefore, if we find that the 
principles of modern art are consonent with 
those of Marxism. 

Confirmation of this fact is provided 
by one of the great prophets of degenerate 
art, Mr. Herbert Read, in a nice piece of 
‘double-speak’. In his book Art Now, 
written in 1936, he strenuously assures us 
that Hitler’s Germany was quite wrong to 
identify modern art with Marxism, and to 
relegate its works to the museum cellars 
because they were expressions of ‘Kultur- 
bolshewismus’. Yet in another book, 
written only three years later, Read ex- 
plained the motivation of the modern artist 
as follows: “It is only now, with the aid of 
modern dialectics and modern psychology, 
in the name of Marx and Freud, that they 
(the modern artists) have found themselves 
in a position to put their beliefs and prac- 
tices on a scientific basis ...” In fact, Read 
makes it perfectly clear that the rejection of 
our artistic inheritance, or, as he prefers to 
call it, the “repudiation of the rigid bonds 
of classical theory”, is an act in accordance 
with revolutionary Marxism. For those still 
in any doubt, the author quickly dispels it 
in the following choice passage: “‘Classicism 
represents for us now, and has always rep- 
resented, the forces of oppression .. . it was 
renewed to express the dictatorships of the 


Renaissance and has ever since been the 
official creed of capitalism.” The lesson is 
that degeneracy is self-perpetuating; the 
rottenness of Marxism eventually feeds upon 
all the rotten world from which it came. 

To appreciate the duties of the national 
state in the matter of art, it is important 
not only to understand these reasons for its 
decline, but to know the true meaning of art 
and to recognise the circumstances under 
which it may flourish. 


RACE’S HIGHEST FEELINGS 


Art, as T. S. Eliot wrote, is the 
emotional equivalent of thought; it is the 
means by which a race’s most sensitive, 
gifted spirits give expression to its highest 
feelings and aspirations. Through the 
discipline of Reason and Intellect, the artist 
transmutes these feelings into recognisable 
form, into that inherited language of words, 
sounds and shape which comprise our 
literature and music, painting and sculpture. 
In this way they are communicated to us, 
and through our experience of them our 
spirits are enriched. The nobler the sen- 
timent and the more beautiful its form, the 
greater the art. 

In this activity the artist does not 
forsake tradition, for he is aware that the 
timeless achievements of his race and his 
nation, of which he is part, have a simul- 
taneous existence. They give to him both 
identity and inspiration, and a sense of his 
own contemporaneity, so that his generation 
may fit its stone into the common edifice. 

Those feelings which inspire the artist 
to create are derived of course from ex- 
perience in the real world, the only well- 
spring of truth and beauty, whose inex- 
haustible source has been drawn upon 
throughout the centuries. It is only in this 
age of humiliating inferiority that the artist 
has disdained to represent the objective 
world, preferring instead the primitive pur- 
suit of pattern-making. With the modern 
‘intellectual’ and Marxist materialist, he has 
turned his back, not only on the traditions 
of the West and its inherited forms, but on 
Life itself, on wonder, and the mysteries 
of instinct, feeling and imagination. These 
do not exist in the sterile world of uniformity 
that liberalism seeks, where everything is 
rational and, of course, ‘equal’. Such values 
have so deadened the spirit over decades 
that both intellectual and artist now inhabit 
worlds utterly divorced from reality — one, a 
place where all are scientifically reduced to a 
soulless equality; the other, where everything 
is scientifically reduced to a soulless geo- 
metry. Only in a new world of nobler ideals 
could the artist return to Mother Earth again, 
and recover his sense of magic and loveliness, 
of life’s strangeness and the inconsequent 
beauties of existence. 

A new world; to build it we must 
recover an old spirit, and if we look back for 


a moment to the civilisation of classical 


TYPICAL MODERN EXCRESCENCE 
William Pye’s ‘Zemran’ on London’s South Bank 


Greece, which created works that are perhaps 
the earth’s greatest achievement in art, we 
should recognise it in its most definitive 
form. It was given expression in the famous 
funeral oration of Pericles, the Athenian 
statesman under whose direction the works 
were made. In this speech he describes the 
national ideal, offering the mightiest proof 
that great cultural achievements have never 
arisen in societies that were equalitarian and 
pacifist, and saw virtue in liberal weakness: 
“My first words shall be for our 
ancestors. For, dwelling always in this 
country, generation after generation in un- 
changing and unbroken succession, they have 
handed it down to us free by their exertions. 
So they are worthy of our praises... Great 
indeed are the symbols and witnesses of our 
supremacy, at which posterity, as all mankind 
today, will be astonished For our 
pioneers have forced a way into every sea 
and every land, establishing among all man- 
kind, in punishment or beneficence, eternal 
memorials of their settlement ... I have 


spent many words upon Athens. I wished to 
show that we have more at stake than men 
who have no such inheritance ... Let us 
remember that all this greatness she owes to 
men with the fighter’s daring, the wise man’s 
understanding of his duty, and the good 
man’s self-discipline in its performance — to 
men who sacrificed their lives as the best 
offering on her behalf.” 

Here we see a people awakened to a 
vigorous sense of national identity, to that 
spirit of racial self-consciousness which the 
Greeks embodied in their sculptures of Lapith 
fighting centaur, and which Herodotus cele- 
brated in his History. These people are 
proud and patriotic; they are strong, virile 
and confident, not weak and guilt ridden, 
for Greek democracy did not recognise 
‘human equality’ and all the effete pre- 
scriptions of modern liberalism, but instead 
the ‘aristocracy of citizens’, that is those of 
the Greek race, a truly national community. 
The Greeks quite simply understood the law 

Contd. on next page 
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of nature, and the politics of both Plato and 
Aristotle were firmly based upon the law of 
natural inequality. Accordingly, beneath the 
aristocracy of Greek citizens, of all classes, 
there were employed subject peoples, which 
thus released the elite to pursue the perfect 
life. 

Moreover, we see from this speech that 
the culture of the classical Greek was not one 
in which instinct had been erdded by the 
progress of intellect, for through the Hellenic 
balance of physical and spiritual health, he 
never lost sight of Demeter mother earth and 
her realities, and was ever ready to lay down 
the book and take up the sword. And we 
see, too, that his loyalty was to the State, 
which to him was the personification of his 
community, of the national will — just as it 
was in the purest of those modern 
nationalisms to which the Renaissance gave 
birth, the: Elizabethan England of Shake- 
speare. The political ideal of the Greeks was 
that identification of the individual with the 
corporate life of the nation which has long 
since been destroyed by the notions of 
liberalism. 


These then were the people who in one 


golden moment pushed to the limits of 
accomplishment in art — and these the 
principles that guided their lives. And the 
significance of this is that their art, to a more 
intense degree than any other, was an ex- 
pression of the national life. To the Greeks, 
a work of art was great in so far as it 
represented, in its most beauteous form, the 
highest aspects of the national ideal. 

Today, however, since national life has 
degenerated into such squalor and decadence 
the artist no longer reflects the highest 
feelings and universal aspirations of his race 
or nation; indeed, as we have seen, he does 
not even reflect Life itself any more. He has 
become divorced from both, and his works 
are nothing more than isolated, personal 
symptoms of a universal sickness. 

Healthy and aspiring nationalism, 
therefore, to an equal and often greater 
extent than religious faith, has provided that 
unity of belief and purpose in which all great 
art has arisen. Today, this unity has largely 
been destroyed in order to make of Western 
man a rootless being with no sense of 
direction, and without it the artist cannot 
create great works. The duty of art of such 
a regenerative movement as ours is thus the 
reconquest of national greatness; we must 
give back to the nation a unifying principle, 


a new spirit of idealism and a sense of. 


purpose. We will of course sweep away all 
the rubble of cultural decadence, but we 
need do no more, for in this fertile ground 
the rose will blossom of its own accord. Our 
task is to offer a philosophy of life again, and 
to create that atmosphere’ in the nation 
which will inspire and liberate its creative 
minds, so that the true artist once more may 
flourish. 
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IT IS indeed a very strange and topsy-turvy 
world in which we live when patriots in this 
ancient realm of ours are thought to be 
‘extremists’, and those with extreme and 
internationalist political beliefs are generally 
believed to be ‘moderates’. It must surely 
be high time that we put the record straight, 
and gave people and parties their correct 
titles. 

Members of the Conservative Party 
have for years, whilst referring to themselves 
as moderates, called people of a more 
nationalistic persuasion ‘extremists’. To 
them in order to qualify for the title of 
‘extremist’ all you need to do is to love your 
country enough not to want it to be flooded 
out with coloured immigrants, to object to 
your fellow countrymen being pushed around 
by an anti-British race relations industry, 
and to not want it to be ruled by aliens across 
the English Channel and elsewhere, to dare to 
question why the government refuses to use 
our army to crush that murder organisation 
known as the I.R.A. On the other hand, to 
qualify as a ‘moderate’, all you have to do is 
agree to the destruction of the sovereignty 
of this realm, to no longer wish to keep it 
exclusively for the descendents of this 
island race, and to not think it bad that a 
Minister of the Crown should talk to an 
organisation like the I.R.A. after having 
given his word that he would not do so. 

The real extremists in this realm are the 
so-called ‘moderates’ and ‘internationalist- 
minded’ leaders of the Conservative Party, 
and by talking down to the British people, 
they have got away with their extremist 
policies on such things as the Common 
Market, Industrial Relations, Immigration, 
Ulster and of course money supply, all with 
disastrous results to both our industry and 
way of life. 

They have talked down to the dockers 
over dockyard problems, only to bring the 
Industriat=Courts into ridicule. They then 
tried to solve a problem that was created by 
the International Container Companies by 
getting us, the tax-payers, not the container 
companies, to pay £4,000 per redundant 
docker, a sum which at the present rate of 
Conservative inflation, would keep an average 
family more than three years. 

They have talked down to the loyal 
and law-abiding citizens of Ulster, and then 
taken away their democratically elected 


government and replaced it with Mr. William 
Whitelaw, who then helped to reinforce the 
murderers of the I.R.A. by letting the 
internees out, thus bringing that unhappy 
Province to the verge of civil war. 

They have talked down to us over 
Immigration, and then proceeded to flood us 
out with Asians at a time when we have not 
enough jobs and houses for our own kind. 

They talked down to both workers 
and bosses about keeping down prices and 
wages and have then gone ahead and multi- 
plied their own incomes and expenses and 
stepped up money supply last June by some 
£280 millions. 

They talked down to us over the 
Common Market after having promised not 
to enter “without the full-hearted consent of 
Parliament and People,” and after having 
said in their manifesto “our sole commitment 
is to negotiate”. They then went ahead and 
applied a guillotine in Parliament and a load 
of double-talk in their constituencies. 


MONDAY CLUB 


There is one thing that ought to be 
said to all those good people in the Conser- 
vative Monday Club. If they really consider 
themselves to be patriots they should come 
out, because by remaining in that wing of 
that extremist political party they are living 
a lie, and it is their support of the Conser- 
vative Party that keeps Edward Heath and 
other internationalist-minded political leaders 
in power. 

It ought also to be said to all those 
good people who are frightened at every 
election time by the Conservative Central 
Office Propaganda of a victory for Socialism, 
that the only difference between the 
Conservative and Labour parties is that the 
Labour party stabs us in the front and not, 
as the Tories do, in the back and that they at 
least are honest enough not to pose as if 
they were a patriotic party. 

The title of ‘extremist’ should now be 
put back where it belongs, and members of 
the Conservative Party should be called by it, 
for it is they who have weakened this 
country, and brought it into contempt 
before the eyes of the world. It is they who 
have put the interests of alien races before 
the interests of our own people, and it is 
they who are ‘EXTREMISTS’. 


B.T. LEWIS 


DOCTRINE FOR 


THE QUESTION that most of us have asked ourselves at one time or another is: what is life 
all about? Indeed, men and women must have asked themselves this question from the 
cave-man era when they gazed up at the sun and the moon and stars and at nature all around 
them. (Religions were created to satisfy man’s desire for a way of life and a meaning to life). 
Existence was primitive for the cave-man — though basically it is the same today — eating, 
drinking, sleeping, fighting off enemies, finding shelter and reproducing themselves. Life was 
a struggle but the rich icing on the cake was, and still is, friendship, love and thought. 
Thought! This has accounted for man’s progress and for his many diverse abilities, plus 
living together first in small groups — the family and relatives, and then in larger groups — 
the coming together of different family groups and so on over a period of time until 


eventually a nation was formed with one Government and one language and one currency. 


But where does this process end? Does 
it end with the nation? Or the race? Or 
does it finally encompass all of mankind? 
There are those — a determined and power- 
ful minority — who say that the latter is the 
only possible solution, with all mankind 
becoming equal and one with one common 
language and one common currency and 
ruled over by a World Government. Now 
this solution has a certain logic about it as 
the many different languages and the many 
different currencies are obvious barriers to 
world intercourse — especially when one 
considers that we all live on a tiny planet 
(Spaceship Earth is an apt description) which 
is growing smaller by the hour with ’planes, 
trains, ships, television, radio and space- 
satellites. 

But if languages and currencies can be 
reduced respectively to one each — which 
language and which currency? And who 
would control the latter? 

Controlling the world’s finance would 
be like a group of puppet masters controlling 
many puppets, that is everyone would be 
dependent and subservient to them as every- 
one depends on money for their survival. 


NATIONS ARE DIFFERENT 


But even if there was one world 
language and one world currency there 
cannot be one world people because even 
nations of the same race are different. And 
to make equal and one all mankind is not 
to take into account why our planet is 
growing smaller by the hour with ’planes, 
trains, ships, television, radio and space- 
satellites. All these discoveries, inventions 
and designs are all attributable to one race, 
the White Race, and this has been so for quite 
a period of time. Racial equality is an 
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absurdity then, and obviously the strongest 
most intelligent should rule and keep itself 
aloof from those different from itself. This 
is nature’s way, and man is part of nature, 
however disagreeable this fact is to our liberal 
intellectuals. Does a healthy, beautiful and 
intelligent woman marry a weak, deformed 
idiot? The nation would soon disintegrate 
if that happened and thus fall victim to those 
stronger than itself. But our liberal intel- 
lectuals shy away from such words as 
struggle, inequality and strength like a tramp 
from soap and water. They have a vision of 
the world such as children have of the 
Toyland of Father Christmas. Yet this 
utterly fake vision is believed to be the 
absolute truth as, in fact, children firmly 
believe in Toyland — until they grow men- 


quantities for redistribution. 


postal order for the amount applicable. 


RATES (12 issues): 

British Isles: £1.50p 

British Commonwealth: 
£1.80p sealed 


£2.30p sealed 


How To Obtain SPEARHEAD 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure 
obtaining copies for themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain 


Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a 
subscription by filling in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or 


£1.50p unsealed 


Foreign: £1.50p unsealed; U.S.A. $4.50 unsealed 
$6.75 sealed 


All cheques or postal orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: 
50 Pawsons Road, Croydon CRO 2QF, Surrey 


SURVIVAL 


tally older. Something which, apparently, 
doesn’t happen to our liberal intellectuals. 


HIGHLY CREATIVE RACE 


So if a highly creative race (the White 
Race) mixes over the years with lesser 
creative or mnon-creative races then the 
creativeness of the White Race will become 
diluted and in all probability die out 
altogether. Therefore, on the contrary, the 
creative race must remain racially intact and 
go on improving itself. Though of course 
the benefits of this creative race can be 
passed on to serve all mankind. 

Race-mixing definitely does not benefit 
humanity and if the White Race allows 
itself to become ‘equal’ it will not only be 
unable to help humanity in general but it will 
lose its position as the leading race of 
mankind and therefore be unable to pursue 
its mission on this earth. 

Our Doctrine for Survival must be: 

Since a White Race exists on this planet. 
and since we belong to that White Race then 
we are duty bound to ensure that that race 
can survive and multiply and evolve in 
security for eternity or until such time that 
life is no longer possible. 


Discounts can be obtained 
for bulk purchases as follows:— 


20—49 copies: 30 per-cent 
50—99 copies: 40 per-cent | 
100—249 copies: .50 per-cent 
250 copies and over: 60 per-cent 
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SIR: Mr. H. McCrone’s letter published in the 


August Spearhead was an example of 
intellectual slight of hand. His intention was 
to find “moral” justification for the political 
discrimination against the Protestant minority 
in the Irish Republic instigated by the 
hierarchy of the Roman Catholic Church. 

Unable to refute the existence of such 
discrimination, Mr. McCrone skilfully shifted 
the point of the discussion to the issue of 
birth control, and by seeking to prove th.: 
thé Catholic Church’s attitude to birth 
control is correct, he sought to suggest that 
the discrimination against the Protestants in 
Eire is also correct, being in accord with 
higher moral law. 

The presumption throughout Mr. 
McCrone’s letter was that the Catholic 
Church is the sole fountainhead of moral 
law. It is just this kind of arrogant approach 
to matters of conscience that makes so many 
non-Catholics fearful of living in any society 
where the Catholic Church has a firm grip 
on the political establishment. 

It was by means of the same pre- 
sumptions explicit in Mr. McCrone’s letter 
that the Catholic Church has attempted to 
justify all of the dark chapters in its history 
such as the ‘Holy’ Inquisition in Spain and 
the Netherlands; the Catholic Ustashi exter- 
minations of Orthodox Church Christians in 
Croatia in the 1930's; and its financial and 
diplomatic support for the Biafran side in 
the recent war in Nigeria — long after the 
Biafran position was hopeless — which 
resulted in many thousands of unnecessary 
deaths on both sides. 

Mr. McCrone seems to view the 
Catholic Church as a bastion against the 
forces of subversion in the world. Could he 
explain, then, why Catholic Bishops in 
Rhodesia are united in their support for a 
Black take-over of that country; why a team 
of Vatican Jesuits have been hob-nobbing 
with the Kremlin butchers in Moscow; why 
the Pope ordered Cardinal Mindszenty to 
abandon his flock and retire to Rome so as 
to prevent further embarrassment to 
Hungary’s Communist regime? 

It seems to me that the Vatican’s moral 
imperatives spring just as much from its 
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desire to survive as a power structure in this 
world as from its desire to ensure a pre- 
dominant number of Catholic souls in the 
corridors of power of the next. 

Since Mr. McCrone raised the issue of 
birth control, I might add that I too deplore 
the materialist trend in our society whereby 
married couples who could afford to have a 
family refrain from doing so. But I can see 
nothing “‘decent” about a society — such as 
that in Ireland — which condemns women to 
the fate of being baby-producing machines 
until they become broken old women at the 
age of 45. I see nothing ennobling about the 
inevitable outcome of such a policy, which is 
that large sections of the population are 
trapped in self perpetuating squalor, the only 
escapes from which, other than emigration, 
are oblivion in medieval superstition, and/or 
alcohol and/or a masochistic quest for 
martyrdom in mindless political violence. 

GUY ALLEN, 
Croydon, Surrey. 


SIR: I was most interested in Martin Web- 
ster’s article last month which drew attention 
to the manner in which the secret pro- 
communist liberal establishment seeks to 
encourage all vehicles of ‘anti-communism’ 
that are intellectually shallow and misleading. 
This is part of the very old political technique 
of “creating one’s own opposition”’, that is 
either giving birth to or fostering movements 
of opposition to one’s own power that are 
ineffectual and which can be controlled 
rather than allowing genuine opposition 
movements to spring up from the soil led by 
men with enlightened beliefs. 

For this reason, the Western liberal 
establishment — which is essentially an 


every month. 


was published in Leicester Mercury. 


country. 
Our cry to attain this end is 
not one of condemnation of 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy 
Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th. of the month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. 


ONE can never cease to marvel at the misconception some 
people have of the National Front. Ronald Arnald portrays us 
as a minority group of miscreants and | would contest this 
because our aim is a credible one — to put Britons first in our 


further the discord between 
the multi-races of this country. 


individuals becguse of their The NF are prepared to yroup with evik intentions but 
colour but to replace our legis- reward the government’s 4g growing political party 
lators with responsible men involved in repatriation with which puts Britons first. 
who would place their own aid to build houses, schools GRAHAM EUSTACE, 
countrymen first. No one can hospitals and factories — all Organiser, National Front, 
justifiably accuse the NF of very much needed in Asia, the [Leicester Branch. 

inciting racial hatred for this. West Indies etc. in order to 91, Croyland Green, 
Such false accusations can only alleviate hardship there and to Leicester. 


establishment of the Left — has a vested 
interest in all manner of movements of the 
so-called ‘Right,’ as well as periodicals and 
books of an apparently rightist slant. These 
movements and publications serve to mislead 
all those who are not attracted by the leftist 
liberal utopia into blind alleys of ignorance 
and impotence. 

A very typical example of this tendency 
I saw in a recent issue of a newsletter 
representing a right-wing Tory pressure group. 
Side by side were pictures of German Nazi 
and Red Army troops marching, both in the 
goosestep fashion. The caption asked, “Is 
there any difference?” 

Perhaps the author of this little feature 
was a quite sincere anti-communist, and his 
pictorial comparison genuinely intended to 
show communism up ina bad light. However, 
to suggest, as I have often heard right-wing 
Tories do, that there is remotely any affinity 
between communism, on the one hand, and 
nazism and fascism, on the other, is to 
foster illusions that cannot possibly be 
conducive to an understanding of the true 
nature of the former, the number-one world 
enemy that we have to fight today. 

I have read The Subverters of Liberty, 
the book that Mr. Webster has attacked, and 
am of the opinion that this is characteristic 
of the ‘blind alley’ technique. It tells us 
nothing of the real essence of red subversion, 
but merely mentions a few of its products, 
such as the Northern Ireland troubles and 
the student riots of 1968, which everybody 
knows anyway. It is ludicrous that this book 
has had such big reviews in all the papers and 
is to be seen on the shelves of all the main 
bookshops in the country, while such books 
as None Dare Call It Treason, The New 
Unhappy Lords, The Naked Capitalist, The 
Dispossessed Majority, and World Revolution 
have only been heard of by a tiny few. 

L. PRENDERGAST 
Ely, Cambs. 


This month’s winner (below) 


avert racial strife here. 


Incidentally, I also find 
some of my coloured 
colleagues courteous and 


friendly. So you see, the NF is 
not a clandestine minority 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Nazi? Schmazi! 


By and large, the kind of people who 
involve themselves in Nationalist politics are 
decent patriotic people whose sole motive is 
to defend their race and nation. But there are 
on the outer fringes of the Nationalist camp 
dangerous individuals who seek to prey on 
the Cause either for personal financial ad- 
vancement and/or because they seek to serve 
the enemies of Nationalism. 

One such creature is Stephen Wade. 
Mr. Wade was once the Newham Branch 
organiser of the National Front, but was 
expelled from the party in October 1970, 
after a Disciplinary Tribunal of the NF 
satisfied itself that he was, and had been for 
some years, a paid informant of a terrorist 
organisation known as the 62 Group, which 
specialises in making savage mob attacks on 
Nationalists and printing ‘smear’ leaflets 
attacking the National Front of such a 
defamatory nature that the leaflets do not 
bear a bona fide printer’s and publisher’s 
imprint as required by law. 

The details of the disciplinary pro- 
ceedings against Wade are too complicated 
to go into here, save to say that one of the 
important factors which led to his expulsion 
was the presentation by Wade to the Tribunal 
of a photostat of a letter from a Public 
Servant, which letter, if genuine, would have 
cleared Wade of an important accusation. 
That letter, however, was positively proved 
to be a forgery. 

Having been expelled from the NF, 
Mr. Wade then became a London official of 
the National Democratic Party (whilst at the 
same time striving to involve himself with 
Mr. Colin Jordan’s British Movement). 
Within a few months the leading London 
organiser of the N.D.P. found himself sacked 
from his job and was obliged to give up 
politics, and Mr. Wade jumped into his shoes. 
Shortly after that, the N.D.P. ceased to exist 
in the London area. 

Now a notorious figure in London 
patriotic circles, Mr. Wade moved to 
Falmouth in Cornwall. We breathed a sigh 
of relief — but our sigh was too soon, for a 
couple of months ago NF members started to 
receive circulars from a self-styled Nazi group 
based in Falmouth, called the British 
National Socialist Workers’ Party — the 
leader of which is a Mr. Jenkins. Shortly 
after we secured proof that the National 
Organiser of the B.N.S.W.P. is Mr. Wade. 

The B.N.S.W.P. issued a circular a 
month before Mr. John O’Brien’s departure 
from the NF indicating that they had advance 
information that there would be “a split” in 
the NF, and expressing the wish to pick up 


Trouble shooting 


recruits from disillusioned NF members when 
the split took place. Letters were addressed 
by Wade to East London NF organisers asking 
them to join the B.N.S.W.P. All such letters 
were passed on to the NF Directorate by 
those to whom they were addressed. 

Later investigations revealed that the 
East London and Essex Organiser of the 
B.N.S.W.P. is another person expelled from 
the NF three years ago for agent provocateur 
activities, one Peter Newman. Mr. Newman’s 
photograph appeared in one of the last issues 
of the Communist paper Seven Days earlier 
this year. The article purported to describe 
the “British Right Wing”. Mr. Newman was 
dressed in full German Nazi uniform. He 
posed for the photograph quite willingly. 

Even though the B.N.S.W.P. hardly 
exists as an organisation — only six persons 
attended its first London meeting held on 
July 29th, according to informed sources — 
the Jewish Chronicle ran a story on the 
group, announcing to the Jewish Community 
that it was being threatened by a Nazi 
organisation. This story was picked up by 
the Sunday People and, at the time this 
article is being written, a sensational feature 
is being prepared by Sunday People staff. 
The feature will be, theoretically, an 
“expose” — but its real purpose will be to 
create the impression that the B.N.S.W.P. is 
a ‘genuine’ Nazi movement. 

The real purpose of these puffs for 
Mr. Wade’s “Nazi” group is to whip up an 
hysterical witch-hunt against all so-called 
“Right Wing” organisations. We have given 
documentary proof to Sunday People 
reporters that Mr. Wade is not a “Nazi” but 
an agent provocateur. It is certain that the 
Sunday People will ignore this and will treat 
him seriously. But as long as all Nationalists 
know what Mr. Wade is up to, then the 
potential harm he is seeking to inflict on the 
patriotic cause may be neviralised. 


Parasite 

Another creature of the shadows is 
Mr. Leslie Wooler. He is the organiser of a 
ramp called the Democratic Alliance which 
exists more to attract donations than to win 
members. Mr. Wooler cultivates contact with 
titled old ladies of both sexes on the outer 
Right fringes of the Tory Party — people 
whose political outlook is a naive desire to 
“save the soul” of the Conservative Party. 

He issues a little broadsheet called 
Liberty from an address in North London — 
but for some reason he never prints his own 
name in the magazine. A recent issue devoted 
itself to the necessity for giving the utmost 
support to the regime in South Vietnam and 
the necessity for not giving the slightest 


support to the National Front. 

Why this curious mixture? Simple! 
Firstly, Mr. Wooler is paid a handsome sum 
each month by the South Vietnamese 
Embassy to propagate their cause and send 
them information about British anti- Vietnam 
war groups. Rumours that Mr. Wooler, for a 
consideration of money, also performs 
“intelligence” work for the North Viet- 
namese regime — his alleged contact being a 
North Vietnamese journalist — which are rife 
in diplomatic circles in London, have been 
denied. 

Last year Mr. Wooler remonstrated 
with his South Vietnamese contact for 
giving help to aNational Front demonstration 
against a Medical Aid for Vietnam blood 
collection campaign (NF demonstrators 
dressed as Viet Cong vampires), but he was 
told: “Those people won us more good 
publicity in a day, without payment, than 
you have won us for years — and we pay 
you!” 

Secondly, Mr. Wooler’s income is sup- 
plemented by occasional payments from 
extreme Zionist organisations associated 
with the 62 Group terrorists. 

The article attacking the NF in Liberty 
certainly bears very close resemblance to 
the contents of the vile 62 Group smear 
leaflets. Its conclusion was that patriotic 
elements in the Tory Party should avoid the 
NF, otherwise they too might get smeared. 
It is known that those behind the 62 Group 
are worried about the effect the NF is 
having on grass roots Monday Club members. 

Mr. Wooler’s own background is worth 
study. Why his career with the R.A.F. 
ended so abruptly is a matter for speculation 
— but what is certain is that in the 1950’s 
he was a very active member of Sir Oswald 
Mosley’s Union Movement. 

Later, Mr. Wooler fell in with the Anti- 
Communist League. On one occasion £400 
was received from the Nationalist Chinese 
Government so that a League delegate could 
tour Formosa. Mr. Wooler was selected to 
go, and departed from Britain — but 
Nationalist Chinese officials waited for him 
at Formosa Airport in vain, for he decided 
to take a holiday in Malaya with the parents 
of his Chinese wife! 

Two years ago Mr. Wooler contacted 
an organiser of the National Front, asking 
him to provide stewards for a pro-South 
Vietnamese public meeting at Kensington 
Town Hall. The request was turned down. 
The meeting lasted only five minutes as 
Mr. Wooler and his gallant band fled the 
platform and locked themselves in a public 
lavatory. The appearance of Liberty indicates 
he has left his natural habitat. 
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Nt BRANCH TO OPEN 


“IT WILL be the biggest National Front 
Branch in the country within a month.” 
This was the prediction of Mr. Jim Merrick, 
Chairman of the British Campaign to Stop 
Immigration, which is based in Bradford, 
Yorkshire, when he wrote to the NF H.Q. in 
August announcing that one of his Campaign’s 
most active supporters, Mr. G. Lupton, was 
going to establish a Bradford Branch of the 
NF. 

This most encouraging news came 
about as a direct result of the very successful 
anti-Immigration march and public meeting 
organised by the NF and held in London in 
July. A large delegation of British Campaign 
workers — including Mr. Merrick, who spoke 
at the meeting — attended this activity and 
decided that Bradford must have an NF 
Branch to complement the work of the 
B.C.S.I1. 

Within a week of hearing of this news 
NF H.Q. received from Mr. Lupton a request 
for 100 NF membership application cards to 
facilitate the first induction of members. 


Blackburn 
March This 
Autumn 


THE long-awaited march and public meeting 
in Blackburn, Lancashire, will definitely 
take place this Autumn. The Blackburn NF 
Branch, under the direction of its former 
Chairman, Mr. E. Adamson, and its current 
Chairman Mr. Kevin Currie, has made such 
steady progress in recent months, that a 
major national activity in the city is now a 
must. 

Mr. Martin Webster, NF National 
Activities Organiser, will be making a trip to 
Blackburn and Manchester in September in 
order to discuss with Mr. Walter Barton, 
Regional Organiser, and Mr. Currie, final 
arrangements. As with the forthcoming 
Bradford activity, London and S.E. England 
members will make the return journey by 
train. 

Even for members living outside 
London and nearer Blackburn, this will be 
a more expensive than usual activity to 
support, but Blackburn members have loyally 
supported activities in many other parts of 
the country, including London. So NF 
members and organisers are asked to start 
saving — and planning — for this important 
activity now. 
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This new Branch will work in close co- 
operation with the re-vitalised Huddersfield 
NF Branch which is now under the Chair- 
manship of Mrs. Rita Buckley. 

The NF and the British Campaign have 
agreed to hold a joint march through 
Bradford, culminated by an indoor public 
meeting, to take place some time this 
Autumn. Anti-Immigration patriots from 
all parts of Britain will be attending this great 
activity. A train will be booked to take NF 
members and supporters from London and 
S.E. England. This will ensure a cheap fare 
and a reasonably early return to London. 

S.E. England Branch organisers should 
start promoting this activity now and collect 
fare deposits. The final price of the return 
trip will be announced later once it has been 
negotiated. NF members or other patriots 
not associated with an NF Branch wishing to 
book a seat on the train should contact NF 
H.Q. direct. Branch organisers outside the 
S.E. England area should start organising 
their own coach or train parties now. 


IMPORTANT 
EVENTS 


The Annual General Meeting of the 
National Front will take place this year on 
Saturday, October 14th at Conway Hall, 
Red Lion Square, London W.C.1, starting 
at 10 a.m. 

It is hoped that all members will make 
the greatest possible effort to attend. If 
everybody sets aside the date now, and 
branches in the provinces start immediately 
to plan party travelling arrangements the 
best possible turn-out can be assured. 

Members are reminded that the closing 
date for the receipt of proposed resolutions 
and nominations for the Directorate will be 
Saturday, September 23rd. 

Another important event in the NF 
calendar will be the Remembrance Day 
March and Meeting, which this year will take 
place on November 12th. It has become a 
tradition in the National Front to hold 
every year a special ceremony in memory 
of the fighting men of Rhodesia who died 
for the British Commonwealth in both 
world wars. This year, as usual, a march 
will proceed to the Cenotaph in London, 
and from there to a meeting held to mark 
the event. Details of meeting for the day’s 
activities will later be announced, but we 


Nationwide 
‘Stop The Asians’ 
Campaign 


A SERIES of demonstrations against the 
invasion of Britain by a further 57,000 
Asian Immigrants from East Africa is being 
planned by the National Front. At the time 
this issue of Spearhead was at the printers 
London Branches of the NF held a massed 
picketing and demonstration at the entrance 
to Downing Street in Whitehall. A full 
report and photographs of this activity will 
appear in the October issue. 

Immediately following the London 
demonstration, protest demonstrations will 
be taking place in Leicester and Wolver- 
hampton. Both Branches will demonstrate 
with placards and banners at their respective 
city centres and will distribute large quan- 
tities of anti-Immigration literature. Similar 
protests are being organised by NF Branches 
throughout the country. 

In a recent Bulletin, organisers have 
been asked by the NF National Activities 
department to ensure that large numbers of 


members attend every single political meeting 
in the organisers’ districts — including local 


Council meetings — so that the Tory, Labour 


and Communist betrayers of our land and 
heritage can be left in no doubt that the fight 
to Stop Immigration and Start Repatriation 
has only just begun. 


Linking the whole campaign together 
is a new NF leaflet on the Asian invasion 


menace entitled: “The Fight for Survival is 


On!” This leaflet — described as “hot stuff” 


by those who have seen it — not only exposes 


the Whitehall traitors who are responsible 


for the present crisis, but also administers a 
hard kick on the backside to sleepy apathetic 


Britons who, in dozing in front of their T.V. 


sets, have ignored warnings about what would 
happen to their country if they did not take 
action to stop Coloured Immigration. 


The leaflet is the same price as other 


standard NF recruiting leaflets (all of which, 
as well as stickers) are now back in print at 
£1.00 per thousand including post. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


As we have informed our readers, Spear- 
head needs to raise a sum of £580 over and 
above ordinary income from sales in order to 
continue publication for the year 1972. 
Since our last appeal we have received con- 
tributions to the value of £18.00. We there- 
fore still need to raise £40.00. All help will 


hope that all NF members will set the date | be welcome. Please send your contribution 


aside and do their best to attend. Branches 
should start to plan coach trips now. 


to: Spearhead, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 20F, Surrey. 


NEWS OF 
RACE RIOTS 
SUPPRESSED 


RACIAL disturbances have taken place in the following places during August: Leeds, 
Wakefield, Liverpool, and Bradford. The National Press, as a result of “suggestions” from 
the Government, has done its best to play down or suppress altogether news of these 


ominous developments. 

The race riots in Liverpool had been 
flaring for three days before they got so 
serious that they had to be mentioned in the 
Press and on T.V. By that time a ‘line’ had 
been worked out — i.e. that the riots were 
not racial but caused by frustrated teenagers 
rioting over lack of youth clubs. 

A Cllr. Jacobs of Liverpool Council 
insisted that the riots were “not caused by 
preferential treatment granted to Immigrants 
in respect of housing”. Later investigations 
proved that 80 per cent of the housing in a 
new development was given to Immigrants, 
whilst White people were left to rot in 
crumbling slums. 

Following the Liverpool riots a full- 
time Race Relations worker and an employee 
of the pro-Immigrant housing group Shelter 
was convicted of inciting Black gangs to 
attack the Police. The man was known to 
be a convicted criminal when he was taken 
on by the Race Industry. 

In Bradford hundreds of unemployed 
White workers assembled outside a mill whose 
work force was almost entirely sweated 
Immigrant labour. Enraged at the sight of 
Asians pouring into work whilst they were 
obliged to remain idle in their own country, 
the White workers violently expressed their 
outrage. This incident was totally suppressed 
by the national Press. 


FIGHTS IN LEEDS 


Also ignored by the national Press 


have been a series of fights between Im- 


migrants and Whites in Leeds. Local Race 
Industry officials have claimed that the series 
of mini-riots have been provoked by a sinister 
highly trained extreme-Right agitator sent to 
the city especially to cause trouble which 
would “not normally” take place. We can 
expect this “Fascists-under-the-bed” excuse 
to be repeated by Race Industry operatives 
everywhere where White people start ex- 
pressing their resentment of forced multi- 
racialism. 

Immigrant leaders in Leeds have 
demanded that the Police show preferential 
treatment to Blacks. A local Bobby had a 
letter published pouring ridicule on the 
scheme, and stating that the Police would 


continue to arrest Blacks just as readily as 
Whites. This provoked Immigrant Com- 
munity leaders to demand that the offending 
policeman be sacked under pain of “other 
measures” being taken. No national papers 
mentioned this incredible affair. 

In Wakefield a young White lad has 
been stabbed to death by an Asian. Tiny 
one-paragraph stories in one or two national 
papers state that the lad was stabbed in a 
race riot “following a cricket match”. See — 
multi-racial sport really works! 

Meanwhile Immigrant areas in South 
London are a tinder-box, with an ever 
increasing number of mugging attacks by 
gangs of young immigrant thugs on elderly 
White women. An incredible “don’t go home 
on foot”? warning by the Police — indicative 
of the disintegrating situation — has been 
hushed up by those protectors of the public, 
the national Press . . . all in the cause of good 
race relations! 

All this is bubbling away at the time 
the British people are expected to welcome 
another 80,000 Ugandan Asians. 

The Establishment is frightened — very 
frightened indeed! 


puts 
Britain 
First 
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spent. 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!”. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 
The Secretary, National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF, Surrey. (Tel. 01-684 3730) 
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The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, ta fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 


NF Trade 


Unionists 
To Organise 


UNDER the provisional Chairmanship of 
E.T.U. Shop Steward Mr. Tom Lamb (a 
member of the NF National Directorate and 
Chairman of Wandsworth NF Branch) NF 
members who are also members of trade 
unions are planning to hold a conference in 
London during the Autumn. 

A substantial number of NF members 
are members of trade unions and it has been 
decided that the time has come to organise 
them as an effective force to defend the 
British working class from the _pro- 
Establishment pro-Coloured Immigration 
trade union leadership, as well as from neo- 
criminal Communist nd_ . Trotskyite 
extremists. 

Mr. Lamb’s first ambition is to en- 
courage all NF members who are not 
members of trade unions, who are eligible 
and have no objections to joining one, to do 
so. Secondly he seeks to ensure that all 
patriotic trade unionists — not just NF 
members — take steps to contract out of the 
levy to the Labour Party. 

Once an NF Trade Union Group has 
been formally established its first task will 
be to campaign at grass roots level to demand 
that unions take effective actions to defend 
the living standards and job security of British 
workers by putting pressure on the Govern- 
ment to Stop Coloured Immigration and 
Start Repatriation. 
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BARRICADES BRING 
MOMENT OF TRUTH 
TO RACE-MIXERS 


SPEARHEAD’S prediction that American- 
type race trouble was going to spread to 
cities in Britain was proved right in the case 
of Liverpool last month. 

For many years the Mersey port has 
housed a growing coloured immigrant 
population. Tension between it and the 
native community has grown gradually, 
erupting sometimes into outbreaks of trouble, 
but never on a big enough scale to break the 
barrier of press censorship that has been 
imposed on news involving such events. 
Early in August, however, the festering 
feelings of a decade or more came to the 
surface and race riots in the city were 
acknowledged in the national press. 

The signs are that the trouble arose out 
of a practice that has become common all 
over Britain where immigrants live in large 
numbers. The city council had given 
preference to immigrants over whites in 
housing allocation, and one day the in- 
habitants of the Liverpool borough of 
Toxteth woke up to find that brand new 
houses, built next door to their own 1937 
vintage flats, were being filled with coloured 
people. In no time tension had mounted, 
and the communities were at each other’s 
throats. Barricades, Northern Ireland style, 
were set up, and massive brick throwing 
operations began. 

Dozens of police reinforcements were 
rushed to the area, and a brick through the 
window of one police car resulted in the 
driver being taken to hospital. Many arrests 
were made. 

Residents in the area reported gangs of 
youths on the rampage through the streets, 
armed with stones and petrol bombs which 
they were throwing through windows. 
Certainly, travelling through the neighbour- 
hood one can see scores of windows broken 
and others boarded up in anticipation of 
trouble. Vigilante groups have started to 
patrol the area. 

In one incident a gang of about 20 
youths ran through Falkner Place, one of the 
local streets, throwing stones. 

“I was out walking my dog near the 
house when I saw them. They were like a 
pack of wild animals screaming, and then I 
was hit by a half brick,” said 64-year-old 
Tom Clarke, a local resident, to pressmen. 
The pressmen did not report whether the 
gang was white or coloured. 

It was later reported that no-go areas 
on the Northern Ireland model had been set 
up by the communities, and that stabbings 
had taken place. 

It has not yet been possible to establish 
the degrees of responsibility lying with 
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Whites and Blacks for these outbreaks. Press 
reports, true to form, have named white 
gangs seen to have been acting violently but 
not Black ones acting in a similar way. Our 
own reporter, when speaking to local resi- 
dents, has found evidence of violence on 
both sides, Black and White. 

The pattern is similar to other out- 
breaks of race trouble all over the world. It 
takes two sides to make a riot, and apologists 
for the immigrant community can always 
claim that Whites must take their share of 
the blame. 


POLITICIANS’ RESPONSIBILITY 


Maybe so. But the overall judgement 
of the Liverpool riots must be that, had there 
not been a big immigrant population settled 
in close proximity to the White population 
the trouble would not have occurred. The 
real responsibility, when all is said and done, 
must rest with the political leaders of Britain 
for allowing immigrants into the country and 
a grave race problem to develop from their 
presence. To argue, in the case of every 
individual riot, whether Blacks or Whites 
started it is a futile exercise. There are no 
impartial judges or juries that are able to 
witness accurately all the proceedings. As 
ever, the proceedings themselves are all 
confusion. Who threw the first brick or 
petrol bomb is seldom known. All that is 
known is that here is just another piece of 
proof that Black and White communities 
are unable to live together. 

Toxteth is a warning to us that the 
immigrant problem is something that will 
not just go away. It cannot be swept under 
the carpet. It can only be dealt with at 
source. 

We can understand the feelings of the 
coloured families in the troubled area. Some 
of them are terrified, and many of them can 
rightly claim that they did not want trouble. 

But they were never forced to come 
to Britain. Nor did we plead with them to 
travel over here and settle amongst us. They 
came here because it suited them; the 
decision was their own. 

The Whites of Toxteth, on the other 
hand, were never allowed to make any 
decision over the matter. For generations 
they lived in their neighbourhood. It was a 
tough neighbourhood, but one free from 
violence on a mass scale and between whole 
communities. Then some years ago the 
immigrants began to move in. The Whites 
were not asked if they wanted them. They 
had no means of stopping them. Not 
through any choice on their part, the neigh- 
bourhood was drastically changed. If many 
of them became angry last month, it should 
cause the nation no surprise. 
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